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Current Topics. 
New Trustee Stock. 

FroM A notice printed elsewhere it will be seen that Gold 
Coast Government 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1939-59) has 
been included in the investments authorized by the Trustee Act, 
1893, subject to the restrictions contained in section 2 (2) of 
that Act. 


English Judges in Switzerland, 

WE see that the Bench has not escaped the troubles which 
have befallen tourists abroad, and in consequence the British 
Repatriation Committee at Lucerne has the assistance of Lord 
Justice BuCKLEY and Mr. Justice Scrutron. The former is in 
charge of finance and the latter of transport, the two most 
pressing items in those parts. 

The New Prize Court Rules. 

UNDER THE Judicature Act, 1891, «section 4 (1) the High 
Court is a prize court within the meaning of the Naval Prize 
Act, 1864, and has jurisdiction on the high seas and throughout 
the King’s dominions, and by sub-section 2 the jurisdiction 1s, 
subject to rules of court, assigned to the Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division ; and section 3 of the Prize Courts Act, 1894, 
enables rules of procedure for prize courts to be made by Order 
in Council. Till the other day the procedure was governed by 
the Prize Rules, 1898, but we understand that, either by fortu- 
nate coincidence or intelligent anticipation, new rules were 
recently drafted by departmental committees, presided over 
by the late Lord Gorett and Mr, Butter AsPINALt, K.C., 
and these were ready for promulgation on the outbreak of the 
war. They have been issued under an Order in Council of the 
6th inst., and have come into immediate operation as provisional 
rules under section 2 of the Rules Publication Act, 1893. The 
long list of notices in prize causes—-on Thursday it filled more 
than a column of the 7'imes--is an indication of the immediate 
utility of the new rules. They are distributed among 46 orders 
and there are three appendices-— A containing 67 forms; B, 
fees to be taken in prize matters by the court and its officers ; 
and C, fees to be charged by and allowed to practitioners. We 
defer for the present any further consideration of them They 
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The Moratorium. 

A FURTHER Moratorium Proclamation, dated the i2th inst., 
was published in the Gazette of the 14th inst., and will be 
found on another page. The first Proclamation (ante, p. 758) 
postponed payment of a bill of exchange (not on demand) 
accepted before the 4th inst., for a month from the original date, 
provided the acceptor re-accepted it; if the bill was pre- 
sented before the 12th inst., and the acceptor expressly refused 
re-acceptance, then he remains outside the Proclamations, and 
obtains no postponement; buat as regards bills not presented 
before the 12th inst., the effect of the latest Proclamation 
appears to he to dispense with the necessity of re-acceptance. 
Thus bills generally are brought within the general Moratorium 
Proclamation (ante, p. 769), and are postponed at interest for a 
month from the due date, but with the substitution of the 
rate of interest at the date of presentation for that on the 7th 
inst. The moratorium is also extended in favour of banks 
whose principal place of business is in any part of the King’s 


Dominions. 


Voters on Active Service 

THE REVISING barrister will soon be abroad in the land, and 
this month is the month for claims onthe Parliamentary and 
Municipal Register of Voters. The twentieth August was the last 
day on which lodgers could prefer their claims, which must be filed 
again afresh each year; occupiers, of course, are automatically 
placed on the lists, but, if omitted by an oversight of the town 
clerk or overseers, must also prefer their claim before that date. 
Since the official lists were published on the Ist of August, it is 
obvious that members of the Territorial or Expe litionary Army 
have had little or no opportunity to ascertain their position or 
where necessary put in their claims ; but happily they are partiaily 
relieved by the provisions of the recent Electoral Disabilities 
(Naval and Military Service) Removal Act, 1914. This statute 
enables an elector on active service to secure a vote without person- 
ally preferring a claim ; his wife, parent, relative, landlord, 
neighbour, or even a friend can make the claim and fi!l in the 
necessary form on his behalf—although, of course, the claim will 
undergo careful scratiny at the revising barrister’s hands. 
\nother clause in the Act provides that no person absent on 
active service shall be disqualified by reason of his wife or 
children having receive] poor relief during his absence ; but 
this can scarcely operate so as to affect the present register 


Lincoln’s-inn in the Long Vacation. 


Not since Lord ELpon carried a Brown Bess musket as a 
volunteer in the days of the Great War, and was indignant to 
find his company locked in Old-square while a troop of Guards 
rode down Chancery-lane, have the peaceful precincts of Lincoln’s- 
inn worn so martial an aspect as in this month of August. 
Lincoln’s-inn always is a quiet place compared with the Temple ; 
it has no world-famous church to attract visitors, and its convey 
ancers are a somewhat drab and unstirring folk. But this Long 
Vacation, instead of utter emptiness, Old-square and Stone 
Buildings resound with the tramp of armed men. Stalwart youths, 
reading for the bir and fresh from the Universities or the 
Public Schools, march and countermarch in the beautiful 
gardens of the inn; khaki uniforms are more numerous than 
mufti in the quiet and homely Common Room ; conveyancers in 
large practice and law reporters, returned from their vaca- 
tion at the call of patriotic duty, walk up and down in 
all the glory of military array. Nor is the Temple less 
busy, as the crowds which line the Embankment railings to 
watch squads and sections at drill in the Temple Gardens, 
amply testify. For the Inns of Court Officers’ Training 
Corps is the official body which is turning out young officers 
every day in platoons, and qualified aspirants from all over the 
country are hurrying to London to earn their commission by 
entering the corps. Its complement has long been full, and 
there are six hundred names on its “waiting list,” who in 
their turn become recruits as the trained men take commissions. 
And the military spirit has spread even to the elderly members 
of the profession: a veteran corps bas been formed in Lincoln’s- 





inn for ex-members of the old I.C.R.V. whose ages range from 
thirty-five to sixty. Inter arma silent leges. Law, other than 
international law and questions arising out of the war, is b3ing 
forgotten for the moment, and even the Times Law Report of the 
Criminal Appeal and Vacation Courts has shrunk to a few lines 
at the bottom of a page of advertisements. 


Enemy Merchant Ships at Outbreak of Hostilities. 


Ir wAs the object of the Sixth Convention of the Hague Peace 
Conference of 1907 to secure immunity from capture for 
merchant ships of belligerent States which, at the outbreak of 
war, happened to be in, or to be bound for, a port of the hostile 
State; but, as between Great Britain and Germany, it seems 
to have broken down in actual working ; as between Great 
Britain and Austria-Hungary, however, the result has been 
better. Article 1 of the Convention provides that “it is 
desirable” that the enemy ship should be allowed to depart 
freely, either immediately or after a sufficient term of grace, 
and to proceed direct to its port of destination or sone other 
port named for it; and the same applies to ships which have 
started before the commencement of war and enter an enemy 
port in ignorance of the outbreak of hostilities. This Convention 
has been ratified by all the Powers except Italy and the United 
States, and as regards Great Britain it represents the practice of 
the last fifty years. But it will be observed that the Article 
is not in terms obligatory ; it only states that days of grace for 
departure are desirable, and Great Britain, in the Proclamation 
of the 4th inst., made the allowance of days of grace to 
German ships conditional on not less favourable treatment 
being accorded to British ships by Germany. The days of 
grace were till midnight on the 14th inst, but notice of 
acceptance by Germany was to be received by the 7th inst. 
To judge from the published documents, Germany was willing 
to allow the same days of grace to British ships in German 
ports, and the papers leave the impression that there was 
a misunderstanding owing to. the two Governments not 
communicating with each other directly. Under the circum- 
stances this is hardly matter for surprise, but the result is that 
the British offer of days of grace was treated as not accepted by 
Germany, and the German ships are detained here and the 
British ships in Germany. In the case of Austria the result, as 
we have already said, is different. The British Foreign Office 
received definite information that corresponding days of grace 
were allowed by Austria—-in this case up to the 22nd of August- 
and, accordingly, Austrian ships are at liberty to depart up to 
midnight of to-day. The result of Article 1 not being 
obligatory is that the procedure breaks down when the two 
belligerepts cannot come to an understanding as to each other's 
intentions immediately on the outbreak of war. The succeeding 
Article, which forbids contiscation, does not apply where no days 
of grace are allowed, and the German ships detained in British 
ports become droits of Admiralty, and the proceeds, az explained 
on another page, go to the Treasury. These should, it would 
seem, be applied in the first place in reimbursing the losers by 
the corresponding confiscation of British ships by Germany, 


The Hague Conventions, 

CURRENT EVENTS have brought into prominence the Conven 
tions of the second Peace Conference, and we give on another 
page a list of these, and a statement as to their ratification. 
Those of immediate importance which Great Britain has ratified 
are [V., Laws and Customs of War on Land; VI., referred to 
above; VII., Conversion of Merehant Ships into War Ships ; 
VIII, Automatic Cortact Mines (ses ante, p. 766); IX., Bom- 
bardment by Naval Forces; and XI., Restriction on Capture in 
Maritime War, to which we shall refer in our articles on Prize 
Law. Convention VII., legitimizes the taking over of merchant 
ships as part of the navy, but they must be actually under the 
control of naval officers; the Convention does not restore 
privateering. Nothing has occurred at present to make it neces 
sary to refer to IX. With regard to the Conventions as a whole, 
we fear they shew how little the conference of diplomatists 
in time of peace can do to mitigate tho barbarities of actual 
warfare. 
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The Laws of War on Land. 


It WOULD be useless to attempt a statement of Convention 
LV., which codifies the laws and customs of land warfare. It is, 


perhaps, chiefly interesting for its distinction between combat 


ants and non-combatants. Combatants are not restricted to the 
regular army, but if they are volunteers they must satisfy certain 
tests. They must (1) be commanded by a person responsible 
for his subordinates ;.(2) have a distinctive emblem fixed and 


recognizable at a distance ; (3) carry arms openly ; and (4) con 


duct their operations in accordance with the laws and customs 
of war. The only exception is where the population of a 
territory which has not been occupied spontaneously rise en 
masse to resist invading troops without having had time to 
but here, too, they must bear .arms 
openly, and must respect the laws and customs of war. This 
does not apply to individual members of the civil population 
who, incensed by the cruelty of warfare, attack the invading 
troops; they are war criminals, and are liable to be shot 
(Oppenheim, International Law, Vol. II, p. 97), if the cruelty 
of the invaders goes so far. We state the rule, and need not 
Art. 30 requires that a 
spy taken in the act shall not be punished without previous 
trial. In the present war this seems to be quite ignored, and, 
judging from the correspondents’ narratives, we imagine that 


organize themselves ; 


comment upon its actual enforcement. 


numerous innocent persons have been executed. 


Bombs from Aircraft. 


ONE OTHER point may be noticed. The work of the second 
Peace Conference included a Declaration prohibiting the dis- 
cbarge of projectiles and explosives from “balloons,” which, of 
course, includes aircraft generally. Only twenty-seven States 
out of forty-four supported this. Great Britain and the United 
States were in its favour; Germany, France, Italy, and Russia 
The dropping of bombs from aircraft has 
already resulted in wounds and death to the civilian population. 
It may be added that undefended towns and villages are declared 
exempt from attack or bombardment by any means whatever 
(Convention [V., Art. 25), and, therefore, from bombs dropped 
by aircraft ; but who is to enforce these so called laws? It is easy 
to write text-books on war in times of peace; it is difficult to 
state in temperate language the actual practices of warfare when 


were against it. 


war is a reality. 


Retired Judges as Special Constables. 


RETIRED JUDGES have served their King and country in many 


diverse capacities, but we believe that Sir THOMAS BUCKNILL has 


created a precedent in offering himself for enrolment as a special 
constable at Epsom. We do not know whether Sir THomas will 
be employed on point duty in Epsom’s busy main thoroughfare 
or in patrolling the London and South Western Railway line 
to protect our military communications and the reinforcements 
sent out to join the Expeditionary Army; but we are quite 
certain that he will perform either duty with the same breezy 
and cheery alertness he always displayed in the forum and on 
the bench. We cannot think of him as a sleeping sentinel. 
However unconventional the ex-judge’s enrolment may seem, 
this epilogue to his career on the bench has something in keeping 
with its prologue—for Sir Tuomas commence’ his legai career 
in the unassuming character of an editor of law reports ; though 
the series of ancient law reports which he prepared for modera 
use is rarely met with. He is the first judge who has been a 


special constable, and we believe he will be the last who ever | 


worked on law reports. For law reporting is no longer a 
road to the bench as it was in the days of ‘Jock CAMPBELL,” 
who climbed from a Scotch eighteenth-century manse to 


the Woolsack by the help of a hard-won practice based on | 


CAMPBELL’s Keports, or of Lord BLACKBURN, who was promoted 
at one remove from the quill pen of the scribe to the judicial 
scarlet and ermine. But although, perhaps, no judge, save Sir 
Taomas BucKNILL bas been a special constable, he has had one 


distinguished predecessor in that office. During the Chartist panic | 


of 1848, when half-a-million of Londoners took the oath in one 
week in response to WELLINGTON’S appeal, one of the half million 





| who wielded the truncheon was Louis NAPOLEON, who in three 
short years became Emperor of the French. 


Judgment Debts and the Moratorium, 

WE ASSENTED last week (wife, p. 764), perhaps somewhat 
hastily, to the view expressed by the Lord Chief Justice in the 
Moratorium Order of Court that judgment debts are not within 
the protection of the Proclamation: A learned correspondent, 
however, writes to. us as follows: ‘This view may be right, but 
it does not seem to fo'low prima facivy from the wording of the 
Moratorium Proclamation. That Order purports to give one 
month’s grace to debtors, with certain exceptions, in respect of 
“all payments which have become due and payable before the 
date of this Proclamation ‘ in respect of any bill of 
exchange . . or in respect of any negotiable instru- 
ment . . . . or in respect of any contract made before” 
the 4th of August. Here the word “contract ” does not appear 
to be limited in any way; presumably it includes all contracts. 
But contracts, we need hardly say, are of three kinds 
simple contracts, specialty contracts, and contracts of record 
(i.e. judgments and recognizances). There seems nothing 
to exclude contracts of record from the operation of the 
Moratorium. But if it is argued that the contract obviously 
is only referring to express contracts, and not to those which 
are the creation of legal fictions, then one looks to the 
list of exzeptions to ses whether this contention is justified. 
There one finds various matters included which certainly are not 
express contracts, or indeed true contracts, in any sense of the 
term—e.q., rates, taxes, old age pensions paid under statutory 
authority by Government, contributions to the National 
Insurance scheme, statutory compensation for accidents to 
workmen. If these liabilities are within the term “ contracts,” so 
that it was considered necessary expressly to mention them as 
exceptions, why not judgments as well. bese certainly come 
much nearer to being contracts than the purely statutory 
obligations we have mentioned. Of course it may be argued 
contra that the exceptions we name are only expressly stated «x 
thundanti cautela ; even had the Prociamation not referred to 
them they would have been outside its terms in any case, But 
interpretation based on the er abundanti cuntela principle is to be 


sparingly used. 


A Moratorium for Delivery of Goods. 

Ir HAS been forcibly urged by “City Solicitor” in a very 
convincing letter to the Zimes of the 18th inst., that the 
Moratorium Proclamation ought, in equity, to be given at least 
one very considerable extension. At present it gives a p2riod 
of grace to persons whose obligation under a contract is the pay 
ment of money ; it gives no respite at all to contractors whose 
obligation is the delivery of goods. Yet payment and delivery 
are only two out of many forms in which a contract may have to 
be performed by one contracting party, and there seems no reason 
why one particular mode of performance-should be given special 
protection which is refused to others. ‘This limitation in the 
moratorium bears very hard on two classes of contractors : first, 
merchants who have entered into forward contracts todeliver goods 
at named prices on fixed dates which are declared to be of the 
essence of the contract—such merchants are at present in many 
cases prevented from making this delivery through sudden shortage 
of foreign supply, or through temporary breakdown of railway and 
overseas transport facilities; secondly, undertakers who have 
contracted to complete works at certain dates under penalty 
clauses, and are unable to do so through inability to get raw 
materials hauled or through departure of labourers on war service, 
In many cases, too, even where no such physical obstacles intervene, 
merchants and contractors are prevented from going on with 
their contracts through just the same shrinkage of credit 
| facilities which has created difficulty in discharging money 
debts. And the obligor, burdened with a contract to deliver 
goods or complete works, is often also an obligee who cannot get 
|in from his own debtors the money with which to carry out his 
| undertakings. There seems to be a reasonable case made out for 





| cautious extension of the Moratorium on the lines suggested by 
| « City Solicitor.” 
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Prize Law. 


I, 
l. Caplu f Privat Property at Sea in War.—The keen 


controversy of recent years as to the moral legitimacy and 
political expediency of the right of a belligerent to capture 
private property at sea—whether ships or cargo—has been 
terminated for the present by the outbreak of war and the 
actual exercise of the right on a very extensive scale. That 
under the existing law of nations the right exists, there is no 
doubt, and the only question of interest just now is the extent 
of the right, and the jurisdiction which regulates its exercise. 
This jurisdiction reached its greatest importance in the time of 
the French Revolutionary wars. Lord STOWELL built up the 
principles which have been the foundation of the prize law of the 
world, but its importance now, though likely to be considerable, 
will not, we trust, be of such long duration. As to the con- 
troversy with regard to the right of capture, it is sufficient to 
say that Great Britain has always opposed the abolition of the 
right, and it is probably correct to say that in the latter part of 
the nineteenth century her opposition was the chief reason why 
no international agreement for its abolition was arrived at. The 
United States and Germany were both in favour of abolition. 
But Germany's advocacy of the change weakened as the strength 
of her navy increased, and in quite recent times the only chance of 
abolition has rested upon a simultaneous general restriction of 
armaments. At the Hague Peace Conference of 1907 the 
instructions to the British delegates expressed the willingness of 
Great Britain to reconsider the question on the footing of 
restriction of armaments, but not otherwise. Such a restriction 
should be one of the main objects to be aimed at when the war 
closes, but we need not specuiate how it will affect the right of 
capture. As we have said, for the moment practice has 
displaced theory ; for those who are interested in the matter we 
may refer to the discussion of it in HALt’s International Law, 
6th ed., p.437. 

2. Lriz.—-The lawful capture of private property at sea makes 
that property “ prize,” though it cannot be disposed of as such 
until condemned by a prize court of proper jurisdiction: 7h 
Flad Oyen (1799, 1 Ch. Rob. 135), The Henrick and Maria (1799, 
t Ch. Rob. 243). Speaking generally, “ prize goods are goods 
taken on the high seas, jure belli, out of the hands of the enemy ” 
(The Two Friends, 1799, 1 Ch. Rob. 271); there must be a 
maritime capture effected by maritime force only: i.¢., ships and 
cargoes taken by ships: Genoa and Its Dependencies (1820, 2 Dods. 
444). What a land force takes is not prize, but booty, and is 
subject to different considerations, though in c1s2s where booty 
is still lawful, the general rules for its distribution follow as far 
as possible the naval prize decisions: Bunda and Kirwee Booty 
(1866, L. R. 1 A. & E., 109, 250). 


3. Droits of Admiralty.—All prize belongs in the first instance to 
the State by whose forces it is taken—in England to the Crown 
(The Melomane, 1803, 1 Ch. Rob. 41); prize is the creature of 
the Crown (Zhe EI 1804, 5 Ch. Rob. 173); and other 
persons claiming an interest can only make a title by grant from 
the Crown: The Muria Frangsise (1806, 6 Ch. Rob. 282). 

But certain prize went formerly to the Lord High Admiral as 
droits of Admiralty under an ancient grant to him. The office 
of Lord High Admiral now exists —if it still exists at all —-only 
in contemplation of law, and prize of this nature goes to the 
King in his office of Admiralty: The Maria Frangoise (supra). 
Tne captors take no part of it, and in practice it goes intu the 
Treasury (Laws of England, vol. 23, p. 276, note (b)). [i 
includes prize taken by persons not duly commissioned by the 
Crown (Lhe Melomane, supra), and this rule is made statutory 
by the Naval Prize Act, 1864, s. 39 :—* Any ship or goods taken 
as prize by any of the officers and crew of a ship other than a 
ship of war of His Majesty shall, on condemnation, belong to 
His Majesty in his office of Admiralty.” And it includes prize 
taken in harbour otherwise than by act of war. After the 


vel 


Commonwealth the extent of this latter right was in doubt, and 
by Order in Council of March, 1665-6, it was declared that 





| ships and goods of the enemy “coming” into any port, creek or 
road of England or Ireland, by stress of weather, or by ignorance, 
not knowing of the war, should go to the Admiralty ; but such as 
voluntarily came in—whether men-of-war or merchantmen—or 
were driven in by the King’s ships, and ships seized in ports 
creeks or roads of England or Ireland before the declaration of 
war, should go to the Crown. By usage the word “coming ” 
included “already com>,” and the order was construed to extend 
to all dominions of the Crown: The Rebeckah (1799, 1 Ch. Rob 
227). Thus, generally, ships coming into port by act of war go 
to the Crown; those coming in otherwise go to the King 
in his office of Admiralty: Zhe Maria Frangoise (supra, at 
p. 298). 

4. Prize Money.—Where on condemnation a prize is not dec'ared 
to be a droit of Admiralty, it remains in the Crown ; but the pro- 
ceeds are in practice distributable among the captors. In the 
first instance, prizes, whether ships or goods, are sold under the 
superintendence of the marshal, and the proceeds paid into court 
(Naval Prize Act, 1864, ss. 26-29); but they are distributable, 
under the Royal Proclamation of the 17th of September, 1900 
(Stat. R. & O., Rev., vol. 9, Navy, p. 110), among the flag officer, 
the captain and other officers, and the crews of the ship or ships 
makinz the capture in certain proportions. 


By the Proclamation, ships or vessels whieh are in sight of the 
prize and also of the actual captor, under such circumstances as 
to cause intimidation to the prize and encouragement to the 
captor, are entitled to share as joint captors. Apart from the 
terms of the Proclamation, it seems that for a ship, other than 
that to which the prize strikes her flag, to be entitled as a joint 
captor, she must have acted in concert with the latter (see Zi: 
Gu llaume Tell, 1803, Edw. 6; and as to a co-operating land force 
see Ihe Dordrecht, 1799, 2 Ch. Rob. 55; see also other cases 
as to joint captors cited in Laws of England, vol. 23, p. 292). 


It should be noticed that priza money is distinct from prize 
bounty. Prize bounty is money paid by the Crown as a reward 
for the taking or destruction of an enemy ship ot war, limited in 
total amount to £5 for each person on board the enemy ship at the 
beginning of the engagement (Naval Prize Act, 1864, s. 42). In 
the Naval Prize Bill of 1911 this was repeated, with the omission of 
the £5 limitation, but the subject of prize money was not 
touched, and the Admiralty strongly opposed an attempt to 
abolish it (see Hansard, Commons, vol. 32, 5th series, pp. 1659, 
et sq.). The Bill, it will be remembered, was lost in the House of 
Lords for reasons we shall refer to subsequently in dealing with 
prize courts. There is also prize salvage money, payable on the 
re-capture of a British ship from the enemy (Naval Prize Act, 
1864, s. 40). The actual process of distribution of all these 
moneys is regulated by the Naval Agency and Distribution Act, 
1864, and the Order in Council of the 5th of December, 1865 
(Stat. R. & O., Rev., vol. 9, Navy, p. 119). 


(To be continued.) 








Contracts under War Conditions. 
L 


DEALINGS WiTH ALIEN ENEMIES. 


IN the present series of articles we propose to discuss some 
practical points arising out of war conditions which are troubling 
solicitors in all parts of the country. Foremost among these vexed 
questions come those which relate to dealings with alien enemies ; 
other problems arise out of such contractual relationships, such 
as sale, carriage by sea and by ‘land, insurance, banking, 
partnership, and investment. In the present article we propose 
to consider shortly, and in a practical way, the question of 
dealings with alien enemies, the general aspect of which we 
have already considered (ante, p. 751). 

The general principle governing dealings with alien enemies is 





clearly stated by WiLLEs, J., in Esposito v. Bowden (1857, 7 E. 
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« B. 763). “It is now fully established,” he said, “that the pre- 
sumed object of war being as much to cripple the enemy’s 
commerce as to capture his property, a declaration of war 
imports a prohibition of commercial intercourse and corres- 
pondence with the inhabitants of the enemy’s country, and that 
such intercourse, except with the licence of the Crown, is 
illegal.” It follows from this that it is illegal to have inter- 
course with any alien enemy, after war breaks out, so long as he is 
resident in the enemy's country. No similar illegality arises in 
connection with alien enemies resident in our own or a neutral 
country, unless, of course, the intercourse is of a treason- 
able nature. The only disability imposed on such aliens, 
when permitted to reside here, is that they cannot 
sue in our courts while war is continuing. Thus, during the 
Crimean War, a Russian subject domiciled in England attempted 
to sue his employer for wages, but the court declined jurisdiction 
on the simple ground that an alien enemy cannot appear as a 
party before an English court: Alcinous v. Nigreu (1854, 4 E. 
&. B. 217). This rule, of course, does not apply in the case of 
aliens residing here under the protection of the Crown, express 
or implied, and who thereby cease tobe alien enemies. It may 
be taken for granted that those German and Austrian banks 
which have been licensed to continue their businesses in England, 
under the supervision of Sir WILLIAM PLENDER, come within this 
category, and can take all necessary proceedings in our courts to 
protect their rights. It is not quite clear whether Germans and 
Austrians who register themselves under the Aliens Restriction 
Acts and Order are similarly protected, but it is settled that a 
benevolent construction will be given to any document granting 
facilities te alien enemies resident in this country (Fvise v. Bell, 
1812, 4 Taunt. 4); and we presume that the order would be 
regarded as offering protection to registered aliens so as to confer 
the rights of civil suit upon them. 

Again, even as regards alien enemies resident in Germany or 
Austria, the Royal Proclamations expressly license and legalise 
(lealings with them to a very considerable ‘extent, for they con- 
ta'n the following provision :— 

“And we hereby declare that any transactions to, with, or for 
the benefit of any person resident, carrying on business, or being 
in the said Empire, which are not treasonable and are not for 
the time being expressly prohibited by Us, either by virtue of 
this Proclamation or otherwise, and which but ‘for the existence 
of the state of war aforesaid would be lawful, are hereby 
permitted.” : 


The only transactions forbidden by these and other Orders 
at present are contracts relating to (1) Contraband of war ; (2) 
purchase or sale of goods ; (3) intercourse of British ships with 
the enemy’s ports ; (4) the entrance into new contracts of insur- 
ance “with or for the benefit of ” alien enemies, or the payment 
of German losses due to the belligerent action of Britain and her 
Allies ; and (5) the entrance into new commercial, financial, or 
other contracts or obligations “ with or for the benefit of” such 
alien enemies. On the well-known principle of Jnclusio wnius 
exclusio alterius the Proclamation would appear to legalise the 
performance of all other obligations towards Germans, and the 
carrying out of obligations existing at the outbreak of war, 
except such as involve the entrance of a British ship into an 
tnemy’s port, or the indemnity of an enemy subject against losses 
arising out of the hostilities. = 

Now, there are certain classes of obligations towards alien 
enemies, the performance of which is at common law unlawful, 
but which appear to be impliedly licensed by this Proclamation. 
let us take the case, to which a correspondent referred last week 
(unte, p. 768), of a life insurance policy taken out by a 
(rerman subject with a British office. Here there seems no 
reason why the office should not accept the payment of premiums 
it and when offered on behalf of the assured, through an agent 
in this or a neutral country, or pay the policy moneys in the 
event of the assured’s death—unless the assured dies in action 
against us, in which case payment might be indemnification of 
alien enemies against “loss due to the belligerent action of His 
Majesty’s forces,” which is expressly forbidden by the Order. 
But no new contracts of insurance can be entered into with an 
alien enemy, or on his behalf while the war lasts. 





But, however far the Proclamations may go in permitting post 
bellum transactions with enemies, although resident in their 
own country, little practical use is likely to be made of this. The 
more important questions from a practical business point of view 
affect ante-bellum obligations towards alien enemies. Such obli- 
gations may be divided into three large clas:es. First come 
executory or continuing contracts with alien enemies ; it is well- 
settled that these are automatically avoided on the outbreak 
of hostilities : Clemontson v. Blessig (105 R. R. 456, footnote). 
Let us indicate a few of them in detail. 

Partnership with an alien emeny is one of these contracts, and 
so is avoided. But what is the position of the parties 
after hostilities cease? The reason why such contracts terminate 
is not because they are against public policy (as is the case with 
post-bellum contracts), but because the performance becomes im- 
po-sible on the happening of an event not contemplated by the 
parties. The effect of this termination would seem to operate 
exactly as if a dissolution of the partnership by death or mutual 
consent took place, and the British partner, or partners, would, 
no doubt, be a trustee for the foreign partner in the usual way, 
with the usual liability to account, except that his liabilities 
would be postponed until the conclusion of hostilities. 

As regards life insurance contracts, it would seem that, under 
the Proclamation as already indicated, such contracts are perfectly 
capable of being continued. That being so, the rule that executory 
contracts are automatically avoided on the outbreak of hostilities, 
if it depends on the fact that such contracts become impossible of 
performance, has no application to life insurance contracts at all. 
It would seem that these must be treated as binding, and the 
parties will probably be legally in just the same position, in 
respect of all acts done or omitted, as they would be in times of 
peace—e.g., failure to pay a premium at the appointed date will 
cause a lapse of the policy, unless there exists a surrender value, 
and a provision keeping the policy alive until that value is 
exhausted. 

A second class of ante-bellum obligations are executed contracts, 
namely, those in which one party has fulfilled his obligations in 
full before war breaks out. His rights are suspended until the 
conclusion of hostilities, except when the contract was one for 
providing munitions of war or insuring alien enemies’ property 
against war risks, in which case it is avoided absolutely on 
grounds of public policy: Furtado v. Rogers (1802, 3 Bos. & P. 
199). We need only consider cases where the alien enemy has 
executed his part of the contract, since the reverse cases will, in 
practice, be decided in German or Austrian courts after the war 
is over according to their systems of law. 

Examples of such cases are the following. A German has 
deposited moneys or securities with a British bank. An Austrian 
kas lent money to an English subject. A German holds shares 
or debentures in a British company. An English merchant has 
accepted a bill drawn on him by a German who has sold and 
delivered chemicals to him before war broke out. How are all 
these parties affected by the war? The answer as regards the 
bank, the borrower, and the debenture-holder seems to be that 
their liability is simply suspended until the war closes, and then 
becomes due as it was without any allowance for compound 
interest. Whether or not the Statute of Limitations runs 
against the alien enemy is apparently an open question ; there 
is a dictum of Baron BRAMWELL to the effect that it does 
(De Wahl v. Braune, 1856, 25 L. J. Ex., p. 343); but PoLLock 
on Contracts, p. 86, footnote, and WESTLAKE, p. 49, take the 
opposite view. 

Probably the same rule applies to the shareholder ; for a shar® 
is simply a chose in action—i.¢., a debt due to the shareholder by 
the company. If so, it should be in the same position as any 
other executed contract. But two objections may be taken to 
this view : (1) that a shareholder is more than a mere creditor, 
he is a guast-partner in the corapany ; (2) that a share, when not 
fully paid up, becomes an executory contract, not an executed 
contract, and so lapses. But neither objection seems sound. 
For the members of a company are not co-partners ; the company 
is an entity or person distinct from its members : Salamon v. 
Salamon & Co, (Limited) (1897, A. ©. 22). And the rule as to 
executory contracts lapsing appears to apply only when war 
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impliedly renders their performance impossible—which is not so 
in the ease of a partly paid share. If a call is made and the alien 
enemy omits to pay, then his share no doubt lapses or is dealt 
with as provided in the articles 

Again, let us take the case of bills of exchange drawn by an 
alien enemy before the outbreak of war on a British subject, 
accepted by the drawee, and indorsed over to third parties. 
The fact that the bill has been drawn by an alien enemy, 
or indorsed over by one, seems in no way to prevent its heing 
paid by the acceptor in due course on presentation. Indeed, if 
the acceptor refuses to pay, there seems no reason why th3 
holder, if a British subject or friendly alien, should not sue on 
the bill 

There is a third class of avle-bellam obligations, not con 
tractual in its nature, which deserves a brief consideration. 
What is the position of a trustee under an English settlement for 
an Englishwoman who has become the wife of an alien enemy, and 
therefore an alien enemy herself ? What is the p sition ‘of an 
executor under whose testator’s will a legacy is given to this lady 
either before or after the wat Of course, the liability cannot 
be enforced until the conclusion of hostilities, for an alien enemy 
(unless expressly or impliedly licensed by the Crown) cannot sue 
in an English court after a state of wararises: Brandon v. Nesbitt 
(1794, 6 T. R. 23). But the trustee or executor in each case is 
apparently at liberty to make a payment to his foreign cestui qu 
‘rust or legatee, since the Proclamations, already more than once 
referred to, appear to sanction the performance of such obligations 
during hostilities, and, therefore, if he makes the payment he can 
obtain a valid receipt from the alien enemy. OF « ourse, pay ment 


t 
would have to be made either ina neutral country or through the 
friendly.oftices of a neutral consular authority in Germany oi 
Austria. 


In conclusion, it may be useful to give a somewhat fuller 
definition of the persons who collectively make up alien enemies 
than was given in the previous articl Alien enemies may be 
defined as ineluding 1) German and Austrian subjects wherever 


resident, unless residing in England under the protection of the 
is submitted is the case with aliens who are 
Aliens Restriction Act and Orders ; (2) 


sovVi reign, a It 
registered under the new 


British or neutral subjects resident or carrying on trade in 
Germany or Austria (Svrensen v. Req., 1857, 1 Moo. P. C. C. 141) ; 
(3) compamies incorporated under the Laws of Germany or 
Austria ; (4) British or neutral companies which carry on business 
in Germany or Austria , banks having a branch there—«a/ffte) 
the } wen fof host ivs (see Nigel Gold Mining Co. ( Limeted ) 
v. Hloade (A901, 2 K. B. 849); ani (5) English women married 
to Germans or Austrians 
| ] continued 


Reviews. 
Students’ Guides. 


A New Gurpe ro THE Bar, CONTAINING THE Most Recent 
REGULATIONS AND SpeECIMEN EXAMINATION PAPERS, AND A 
CRITICAL ESSAY ON THE PRESENT CONDITION OF THE Bar ot 
ENGLAND By M.A. and LL.B., Barristers at-Law. Fourrnu 
DITION Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) s. 

Sweer & Maxwetw’s Guipe to tug LecGaL PROFESSION, THE 
Lonpon LL.B. anp vo Strupents’ Law Books: Witn Sua 
GESTED Courses oF READIN Sweet & Maxwell (Limited), 
Is. net 
The most interesting part of the first of the above books is the 

introductory chapter on the English bar ; the remainder consists of 

useful information as to the Inns of Court and examinations. The 


difticulties which attend the acquisition of practice are put none too 
strongly, and the aspirant for forensic success had better think once, 
twice, and up to twenty times at least, before embarking on this 
uncertain way of making aliving ; while if he adopts conveyancing as 
a career he must expect a still harder struggle for recognition, not 


withstanding the greater learning and industry required 


Contracts in Time of War. 


Tue Evreet or War on Commerctat Taansactions. By Ernesi 

J. Se * ster, LL.D., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited) 

Qs, Ge 

This litfle pamphlet, consisting of thirty pages and an appendix, 
which contains the Aliens Restriction Act and Order, should prove 
useful to commercial practitioners. It is somewhat theoretical and 
tentative in tone, having been prepared twelve months ago as a purely 
academic essay by its author, who revised and printed it on the out- 
break of war. But it abounds in practical suggestions, and although 
the author is often heretical in his views, he always states clearly the 
orthodox view as well. We can heartily commend it to our readers. 


Books of the Week. 


Selden Society.—Year Books of Edward II. Vol. 6, 4 Edward 
Il. a.p. 1310-11. Edited for the Selden Society by G. J. 
Turner, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. 26, for the year 1911. Bernaril 
(Juaritch. 

Criminal Appeal Cases,—Reports of Cases in the Court of 
Criminal Appeal, June 29-30, July 1, 7, 8, 10, 15, 1914, Edited by 
HERMAN COHEN, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. 10, part 8& Stevens « 
Haynes. 4s. net. 

Selden Society.—Select Bills in Eyre, a.p. 1292-1333. Vol. 
30, 1914. Edited for the Selden Society by W. C. Bottann, Bar- 
rister-at-Law. Bernard Quaritch. 

Contracts in War.—The Effect of War on Commercial 
Transactions. By Ernest J. Scnuster, LL.D., Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 2s. 6d. 


Private International Law.—Polarized Law. With an 
English Translation of The Hague Conventions on Private Inter 
national Law. Three Lectures on Conflict of Laws, delivered at 
the University of London. By T. Baty, D.C.L., LL.D., Barrister- 
at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 7s. 6d. 


Correspondence. 


Assets in England of Alien Enemies. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—It seems to us that shortly many questions will arise 
as to the course to be adopted by English creditors of Germans and 
\ustrians who have left this country but have nevertheless in sowe 
cases left assets here, and if you could devote a few lines to the best 
means for such creditors to adopt we think they would be 
uppreciated. i 
W. B. & W. R. Butt. 
Newport Pagnell, Aug. 18. 

[We ome to deal with this point shortly.—Ep. S./.] 


An Epitome of Recent Decisions on 
the Workmen's Compensation Act. 


By Arruur L. B. Tuesicer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
IX. 
(Cases decided since the last Epitome, Vol. 58, page 613.) 


(5) DECISIONS AS TO NOTICE OF ACCIDENT. 


Kowsell & Matthews vy. Haward (C.A.: Lord Cozens-Hardy, 
M.R., Swinfen Eady and Pickford, L.JJ., 23rd and 24th 
of June, 1914). 


Facrs.—A canvasser for a firm of butchers was in the habit of 
riding a bicycle, which was provided by the employers, in the course 
of his work. On the 16th of September, 1911, the bicycle skidded 
ind he was thrown violently to the ground. No immediate conse 
s appeared, but about Christmas symptoms of cancer in the 
testicles appeared. It was treated as an illness, and the employers, 
according to their custom, paid him full wages. In February, 1912, 
the canvasser’s doctor discovered that he was suffering from cancer, 
and informed the employers’ manager. No notice of the accident was 
riven until the 14th of January, 1912. The canvasser died of cancer 
on the 24th of June, 1912. The county court judge held that the 
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The second book is devoted to both branches of the profession, 
and atter explaining briefly how to become a barrister or solicitor, it 
gives an account of the courses of study which must be pursued, and 
the appropriate books. We are glad to see that the late Judge 
Willis's book on Negotiable Securities—one of the few really 
stimulating legal works which exists—is ineladed. 





cancer was due to the accident; that there was reasonable cause fot 
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not giving notice before the 26th of December, 1911, and that as to 
the period after that date the employers were not prejudiced in their 
defence. 

Decis1on.—There was evidence to justify the judge in these findings. 
(Prom note taken in court. Case reported ZL. 7’. newspaper, 4th of 


July, 1914, p. 238.) 


Potter v. John Welch & Sons (Limited) (C.A.: Lord Cozens- 


(7) MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS. 


! George Rogers v. Metropolitan Borough of Holborn (C.A.: 


| Lord Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Swinfen Eady and Pickford, 
L.JJ., 11th and 12th of June, 1914). 
Facts.—A workman was injured and was paid compensation for nine 


months, when he applied for an increase in the weekly compensation. 


Hardy, M.R., Swinfen Eady and Pickford, L.JJ., 8th of | The employers paid a sum into court and applied for particulars of 


July, 1914). 


Facts.—The widow of a workman who had been killed by accident 
brought an action against his employers under the Fatal Accidents Act, 
1846. The jury found a verdict for the defendants on the ground 
of contributory negligence, and the judge was asked to assess the 
compensation under section 1 (4) of the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 
The evidence shewed that the workman had not given any written 
notice of the accident, ‘and had gone back to work while in a condi- 
tion which must have made him aware of the serious nature of the 
accident. The judge (Channell, J.) held that the action brought under 
the Act of 1846 was an action ‘‘for injury caused by any accident’ 
within section 1 (4) of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, and also 
that, although the employers were prejudiced in their defence by the 
want of notice, such want was occasioned by reasonable cause; he 
therefore awarded compensation. 

Dectsion.—The judge was right on the first point, but there was 
no evidence of any reasonable cause for not giving notice. Appeal 
allowed. (From note taken in court. Case reported W. N., 18th of 
July, 1914, p. 317; L. 7. newspaper, 18th of July, 1914, p. 290.) 


(6) DECISIONS AS TO ‘*‘ AGREEMENTS.” 


Godbolt v. London County Council (C.A.: Lord Cozens 
Hardy, M.R., Swinfen Kady and Picktord, L.JJ., 10th of 
June, 1914). 


Facrs.—A workman met with an accident, and was paid half wages 
by his employers on his going to their doctor. He subsequently applied 
to record a memorandum of agreement, which he stated his employers 
had come to with him, to pay 15s, weekly in accordance with the 
provisions of the Act. The employers contended that no such agree 
ment had been come to, but the county court judge ordered it to be 
recorded. 

Decis1on.—Such an agreement may be inferred from the conduct of 
the parties, and need not be in writing; but in this case there was 
no evidence of any such agreemetit having ever been entered into. 
(From note taken in court. Case reported . 7’. newspaper, 20th of 
June, 1914, p. 181.) 

Scott v. The Long Meg Plaster Co. (C.A.: Lord Cozens- 
Hardy, M.R., Swinfen Eady and Pickford, L.JJ., 16th 
and 17th of June, 1914). 

Facts.—A workman was injured in his wrist and was paid Qs., half 
wages, weekly compensation; after five months he returned to work, 
and worked for eleven months, when he gave it up. After corre 
spondence he filed a request for arbitration, but on the 5th of June, 
1913, as a compromise, an agreement was come to, the employers 
admitting that the workman was totally incapacitated, and agreeing 
to pay him 6s. weekly during total disablement. On the 11th of 
June, 1913, the workman’s arm was amputated, and in November 
arbitration proceedings were commenced for an increase of the weekly 
compensation to 9s. The county court judge decided that the agree 
ment was only meant to apply while the then conditions lasted, and 
that there was evidence of a change of circumstances; he therefore 
awarded an increase of 3s. weekly. 

Dects1on.—The agreement was for payment during total incapacity, 
and could not be reviewed merely because the incapacity which had 
been thought to be temporary had become permanent. (/’rom note taken 
in court. Case reported L. 7’. newspaper, 4th of July, 1914, p. 238.) 
Goodsell v. Owners of Ship or Sailing Barge Lloyds (C.A.. 

Lord Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Swinfen Eady and Pickford, 
L.JJ., 30th of June, 1914). 


Facts.—A bargemaster met with an accident, and for some time 
was paid £1 a week compensation, under an agreement dated the 16th 
of March, 1912. Eventually the employers stopped payment, on the 
ground that the bargemaster was not a workman within the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act. He applied to have the agreement recorded, 
but the county court judge refused to do so, holding that an applicant 
wag bound to satisfy him that he was within the Act. 


Dects1on.—It was settled by the agreement that the applicant was a 
workman, and the judge had no jurisdiction to go into that question 
er to refuse to record the agreement. (From note taken in court. 
Case reported Times, 2nd of July, 1914; Z. 7. newspaper, 11th of July, 
1914, p. 260; W. N., 11th of July, 1914, p. 302; LZ. J. newspaper, 18th 


his physical capacity. An order for particulars was made, but not 
complied with, and the matter came again before the county court 
judge, when the workman was represented by the managing clerk to the 
solicitor on the record. He was an admitted solicitor, but had not 
taken out a practising certificate. The judge declined to hear him, 
and made an order for particulars. 

Deciston.—The managing clerk was not a solicitor entitled to appear 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1913, r. 35, and section 72 of 
the County Court Act, 1888, and although the judge has power under 
special circumstances to hear any person on behalf of the parties, the 
court would not interfere with the discretion which he had exercised. 
No distinction could be drawn for this purpose between interlocutory 
and final proceedings. (From note taken in court. Case reported L. 7’. 
newspaper, 4th of July, 1914, p. 237; W. N., 27th of June, 1914, 
p. 279; and see Allen v. Francis, ante, p. 753.) 


Jones v. D. Davies and Sons (Limited) (C.A.: Lord Cozens- 
Hardy, M.R., Swinfen Eady and Pickford, L.JJ., 16th of 
June, 1914). 


Facts.—A collier was injured by accident on the 10th of April, 1913, 

and was paid compensation for total disablement until June, and then 
for partial disablement, light work being provided for him. On the 
5th of September compensation was stopped on the ground that the 
collier had completely recovered. On the 20th of October his solicitors 
wrote, claiming a continuance of compensation from the 5th of Sep- 
tember. On the 25th of October the employers had him examined 
by a medical expert. The employers then repudiated liability, and 
on the 13th of December the collier filed a request for arbitration. 
The county court judge found that the collier had recovered by the 
5th of September, and made an award in favour of the respondents, 
with costs on the B. scale, a qualifying fee to be allowed on taxation 
to the medical expert. The collier appealed against the qualifying fee, 
on the ground that the doctor never saw him after the request for 
arbitration was filed. 
Dects1on.—The dispute had certainly arisen when the solicitor wrote 
claiming compensation, and the matter was therefore within the dis- 
cretion of the judge. Appeal dismissed. (From note taken in court. 
Case reported L. 7’. newspaper, 27th of June, 1914, p. 211; W. N., 27th 
of June, 1914, p. 280; Z. J. newspaper, 27th of June, 1914, p. 396.) 


Rushton v. George Skey & Co, (Limited) (C.A.: Lord Cozens 
Hardy, M.R., Swinfen Eady and Pickford, L.JJ., 17th of 
June, 1914). 


Facts.-—A workman was injured by accident in January, 1913, and 
paid compensation for three weeks. In July he was ill, and until the 
23rd of September received 10s. insurance money weekly from his 
approved society. In his atiswer to questions the workman told the 
society that in his opinion the illness had nothing to do with the 
previous accident, and that he did not propose to make a claim for 
compensation. The society then took proceedings against the employer 
under the National Insurance Act, 1911, s. 11 (2). There was evidence 
that the accident had caused the illness, but the county court judge 
held that the workman had good grounds for not taking proceedings, 
and that, therefore, he had not ‘“ unreasonably refused or neglected" 
to take proceedings, so as to entitle the so« iety to proceed in his name. 
Dects1on.—To entitle the society to take proceedings there must be 
either an unreasonable refusal, which was not suggested here, or a 
neglect to discharge some legal or moral obligation to take proceedings 
on the part of the workman, which had not occurred in this case. 
Therefore the society was not entitled to take proceedings here. (From 
note taken in court. Case reported Sotictrors’ JourRNAL, 11th of July, 
1914, p. 685; 7'imes, 18th of June, 1914; Z. 7’. newspaper, 27th of June, 
1914, p. 212; LZ. J. newspaper, 4th of July, 1914, p. 412; W. N., 27th of 
June, 1914, p. 281.) 


Bagley v. Furness, Withy & Co. (Limited) (C.A.: Lord 
Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Swinfen Eady and Pickford, L.JJ., 
25th of June, 1914). 


Facts.—A workman was injured by accident and was awarded com- 
pensation at the rate of 9s. a week on the 13th of March, 1913. In 
July he applied for a review, asking that it should be increased to 18s. 
a week, but his application was dismissed. On the 24th of July the 
employers gave him light work at his original wages and ceased to pay 
compensation. The workman afterwards ceased to work for the em- 
ployers, and on the 5th of February, 1914, made another application for 
review. The employers by their answer denied that the workman was 
incapacitated, and said that at the hearing they would ask that the 





of July, 1914, p. 439.) 
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award of the 13th of March, 1913, should be terminated. The county 


court judge terminated the award as from the 24th of July, 1913. 

Deciston.—The judge had jurisdiction to make the order, as was 
decided by the House of Lords in Gibson v. Wishart (7 B. W. C. C. 348). 
(From note taken in court Case reported N llth of July, 1914, 
p. 500; L. J. newspaper, 18th of July, 1914, p. 438.) 

Taylor v. f ri pps (CA Lord Cozens Hardy, M.R., Swinten 
Eady and Pickford, L.JJ., 29th of June, 1914). 

Fact \ orkman vho had made a claim for compensation, was 
in hospital and unable to attend the court. The county court judge 
made an order for his iden to be taken on commission before the 
registrar 

DECISION \ rbitrator under the Workmer Compensation Act 
has no power to sanct n evidence being taken on commission before 
an examiner From note taken in court. Case reported Sovicrrors’ 
JouRNAL, 11th of July, 1914, p. 685; 7'imes, 3th of June, 1914; L. 7’. 
newspaper, llth of July, 1914, p. 260; L. J. newspaper, llth of July, 
1914, p. 423; W. N., 11th of July, 1914, p. 302 
Hockley v. West London Timber and Joinery Company 


(Limited) (C.A, Lord Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Swinfen 
Eady and Pickford, L.JJ., 30th of June and Ist of July, 


1914). 

Fact The respondents, who were manufacturers of mouldings, 
imported timber which was delivered to them by importers at a dock 
in the Thames, but the ilways made contracts with other firms for 
unloading and fetching the timber and stacking it in their yard. A 
deal porter was employed by one such firm and was injured by acci 
dent in the respondents’ yard while stacking timber. The deal 
porterage contractor engaged, paid, and had sole control of the men 
employed to do the work under his contract with the respondents 
The porter claimed compensation from the respondents under section 
4 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, but the county court judge 
held that they were not liable as principals, and that the work on 
which the porter was engaged at the time of the accident was not 

part of any w rk undertaken ”’ by the respondents. 

Decision.—The judge was right. (From note taken in court. Case 
reported Soticrrors’ JourNAL, 18th of July, 1914, p. 705; L. 7’. news 
paper, llth of July, 1914, p. 261; . J. newspaper, 18th of July, 1914, 
p. 439; W. N., 25th of July, 1914, p. 330 


Lord Cozens- 
, Swinfen Eady and Pickford, L.JJ., 6th of 


Finlayson v. Owners of Ship Clinton (CLA 
Hardy, M.R 
July, 1914). 


Facts.—A_ sea made a claim for compensation on the 
ground that both had affected by an accident. Two 
medical witnesses for the employers gave evidence that, in their opinion, 
no had happened to the lad. An specialist who sat as 
assessor, after examining him, said that he found distinct evidence of 


apprentice 


his eyes been 


accident eve 


an accident to his eye, but that his present condition was due to 
myopia and not to the accident. The county court judge made an 
award in favour of the employers, with costs, but disallowed the 
costs of the two medical witnesses. 

DECISION The two witnesses gave material evidence, and having 
regard to the reasons given by the judge he did not exercise his dis 


cretion, as to costs judicially (From note taken in court Case re 


ported L. 7. newspaper, 18th of July, 1914, p. 290.) 


Evans v. Barrow Haematite Steel ¢ om pany (Limited) (C.A.: 
Lord Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Swinfen Eady and Pickford, 
L.JJ., 6th of July, 1914). 


Facts.—A workman was injured by accident, and in 1909 an award 
was made in his favour, but terminating the weekly’ payments after 
six months should have expired since that date. After the expiration 
of the six months an application to review was made, but was dismissed 
on the ground that there was no weekly payment to review. Two more 
applications to review were made to different county court judges, 
but were dismissed on the ground that the matter was res judicata. 
Subsequently an original application for compensation, giving credit 
for the payments received, was made, and it was argued that the 
original award was bad on the face of it, on the authority of Baker v. 
Jewell (1910, 2 K. B. 673). The county court judge held that, as that 
award had not been appealed from, the doctrine of res judicata still 
applied 
Case 


The judge was right. (From note taken in court. 


newspaper, 18th of July, 1914, p. 290.) 


DECISION. 
reported L. A 


Marshall, Sons & Company (Limited) v. Prince (C.A.: Lord 
Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Swinfen Eady and Pickford, L.JJ., 
26th of June and 13th of July, 1914). 


Facts.—A lad of eighteen employed as an engineer's fitter met with 
an accident which resulted in the loss of one eye, and rendered the 








other eye practically useless. Under an agreement he was paid 6s. a 
week compensation, which was his full wages. An application to 
redeem the weekly payments was made in due course. The county 
court judge held that the injury was permanent, but not the in 
capacity, because it was admitted that at twenty-one his wages would 
have increased to 22s. a week. The judge, therefore, decided that he 
was not bound to redeem on the 75 per cent. basis under Schedule I. 17, 
which would have amounted to £355, but made an award fer £550. 

Decrst1on.—The judge had misdirected himself on the question of 
permanent incapacity; the question was whether the lad’s physical 
condition was stable. The fact that he was an infant made no differ- 
ence. - The case must go back for re-hearing, as no evidence had been 
given by the employers, on whom the onus lay, that the incapacity was 
permanent. (From note taken: in court. Case reported So.icrrors’ 
Journal, 25th of July, 1914, p. 721; Z. 7. newspaper, 25th of July, 
1914, p. 316; W. N., 25th of July, 1914, p. 330.) 


Codling v. John Mowlem & Company (Limited) (C.A.: Buckley, 
Kennedy and Phillimore, L.JJ., 2tst of July, 1914.) 

Facrs.—A workman was killed in an accident, and the widow brought 
an action under Lord Campbell’s Act to recover damages for negli- 
gence. Her solicitor also made a claim on the employers on behalf of 
the six children under the Workmen’s Compensation Act. The em 
ployers thereupon paid £300, the maximum amount, into court, naming 
the widow as a dependant. The widow renounced her claim to any 
part of this sum, and an order was made in favour of the children. 
The writ in the widow’s action was issued subsequently, although a 
letter claiming damages had been written by her solicitor shortly after 
the accident. Atkin, J., held that, under section 1 (2) (b) of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, the action was not maintainable. 

Dectsion.—The judge was right. (Case reported Times, 22nd of 
July, 1914; Z. 7. newspaper, 25th of July, 1914, p. 318; W. N., 25th 
of July, 1914, p. 333. ) 

Taylor d Co. V Clark 
p. 738 


(ante, p. 753, in the Epitome) is reported 


ante, 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND REVENUE v. MARQUESS CAMDEN. 
2nd, 3rd, and 22nd July. 
Duty—DeETERMINATION OF LeASE—‘“ BENEFIT 

Lessor ’’—Basts or ASCERTAINMENT—BUILDING 


oN BuILDING—PAyMENT MApgE 1N CON- 
Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910 (10 Eb. 7, 


REVERSION 

THE 
EXPENDITURE 
THE LEASE 


REVENUE 
ACCRUING TO 
AGREEMENT 
SIDERATION OP 
c. 8), s 13. 
An intending lessee of house property, in pursuance of the terms of 

a building agreement, expended £6,000 in adding to, repairing, and 

improving the property. Leases were afterwards granted to him in 

express consideration of the agreed expenditure and of the rent and 
lessee’s covenants. On the surrender of the leases and the assessment 
of the property to reversion duty 

Held, that in assessing the reversion duty the total value of the land 
at the timle of the original grant of the lease was not to be ascertained 
solely by camtalizing the rent, but that the sum of £6,000 expended by 
the lessee was a payment ‘‘ made in consideration of the lease”’ within 
the meaning of section 13 of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, and must 
be taken into account. 

Decision of Court of Appeal (58 Soricrrors’ JourNAL, 219; 1914, 1 
K. B. 641) affirmed. 

Appeal by the Crown from an order of the Court of Appeal reversing 
an order of Horridge, J., on a question of assessing reversion duty. The 
facts fully appear from the judgment. 

Tue Hovse took time for consideration. 

Lord Duneptn, in moving the appeal should be dismissed, said the 
question arose upon the construction of section 13 of the Finance (1909 
10) Act, 1910. The section, by sub-section (1), imposed a duty called 
reversion duty on ‘‘the value of the benefit accruing to the lessor by 
reason of the determination of the lease ’’ at the determination of the 
term. It then proceeded, sub-section (2), to give rules for the ascertain 
ment of this benefit accruing. Paraphrasing its provisions, the benefit 
was to be found by subtracting the value of the subject at the time of 
the grant of the lease from the value of the subject at the end of the 
lease. The value at the end of the lease was to be ascertained in 
accordance with general rules as to valuation as set forth in another 
part of the Act. The value as to the time of the grant of the original 
lease was to be ascertained ‘‘on the basis of the rent reserved and 
payments made in consideration of the lease (including, in cases where 
a nominal rent only had been reserved, the value of any covenant or 
undertaking to erect buildings or to expend any sums on the pro- 
perty).’” It was in the latter clause that the first dispute arose. There 
was no dispute as to the value at the present time. The facts on which 
the dispute arose were very simple. The trustees of the Marquess of 
Camden let six tenements to a Mr. Wilson by six leases. The lease 
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bore that they were granted ‘‘ in consideration of the expenses incurred 
by the lessee in erecting the messuage and buildings hereby demised 


and of the rent and covenants on the part of the lessee.’’ The appel 


lants, under the circumstances, made the calculation of value by taking 
twenty-four years’ purchase of the reserved rent, but made no addition 


in respect of the expense incurred by the lessee in erecting the build 


ings. On appeal to the referee he held that twenty-five years’ purchase 
should be taken instead of twenty-four, but in other respects he upheld 
the assessment, holding in particular that, in ascertaining the total value, 
no consideration was to be given to the payments in consideration of the 
lease. On appeal to Mr. Justice Horridge, that learned judge found as 


a fact that, prior to the granting of the lease, Mr. Wilson had, in pursu 


ance of his agreement, expended the sum of £6,000 upon the works 
mentioned—the erection of the buildings—and confirmed the judgment 
of the referee. On appeal to the Court of Appeal, that court held that 
that sum of £6,000 feil to be added to the capital sum of the rents at 
twenty-five years. The argument for the Crown against that judgment 
was succinctly stated in the fifth reason of the appellants’ case, which 
‘Payments made in consideration of the lease include all 
payments such as premiums, expenses of the lease to be made by the 
lessee to the lessor or the persons entitled to receive and give receipts 


ran thus : 


for such payments.’’ His lordship could not accede to this view. It 


practically interpolated in the section after the word ‘‘ payments ’’ some 


such words as ‘‘ to the lessor’’ which were not to be found in the 
section. What the section did say was payments in consideration of 
the lease, and this lease said that the expenditure (and there could 
not be expenditure without payment) was the consideration of the lease. 
Nor did he think that the ensuing parenthesis caused any difficulty. 
The parenthesis was to meet the case, where the consideration was not 
expenditure which had taken the form of payment, but was something 
which as yet existed in obligatione tantum. That was sufficient in his 
view to explain the presence of the parenthesis. He wished emphatic- 
ally to add that when a case did arise under the parenthesis, he wished 
to reserve his opinion, and not to be held as necessarily agreeing to 
finding in this case that the rent was not ‘‘nominal.’’ Whether this 
rent was nominal or not, it was immaterial to consider, for in his view 
the case did not fall under the parenthesis at all. In this view that 
ended this case, and he held that the judgment of the Court of Appeal 
was right. The question might have been raised as to whether the whole 
£6,000 fell to be added, but in his judgment no such case was raised 
by the Crown, and it was too late to raise it now. 

Lords ATKINSON, SHAW and PARMooR read judgments to the same 
effect. Appeal dismissed with costs.—CounsgeL, for the Crown, Sir 
John Simon, A.-G., Sir Sydney Buckmaster, 8.-G., and W. R. Sheldon; 
for the respondents, Sir Robert Finlay, K.C., and W. Allen. Sotrct- 
tors, The Solicitor of Inland Revenue ; Farrer & Co. 

(Reported by Ersxrne Reip, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 
SMITH v, COLBOURNE. No.1. 22nd and 30thJuly. 
VENDOR AND PuRCHASER—SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE—UNDISCLOSED AGREE 

MENT TO PREVENT EASEMENT OF LIGHT BEING ACQUIRED—LICENCE TO 

ENTER Premises—No Positive OBLIGATION ON PURCHASER—NO 

WARRANTY THAT WINDOWS ARE ANCIENT LIGHTs. 

The lessee of business premises by his lease agreed to purchase the 
property at a named price in an event which happened. Certain 
windows, the light from which was necessary for his business, were only 
opened by the lessor under a licence in writing from, and agreement 
with, adjoining owners, dated prior to the lease, but no notice of this 
agreement was given by the lessor to the lessee. The licence author- 
ized the adjoining owners to enter the premises and block up the 
windows, in the event of the lessor or his assign’s default in so doing 
upon notice given. The purchaser, upon discovering it, refused to com- 
plete. 

Held (reversing Astbury, J.), that the agreement as to the windows 
was not an objection to the title, and imposed no obligations on the 
purchaser, but merely prevented a prescriptive right to light being 
acquired, and could be denounced when time would commence to run. 
There is no warranty upon the sale of house property that its windows 
are ancient lights. 

Greenhalgh v. Brindley (1901, 2 Ch. 324) approved. 

Appeal by the plaintiffs from a decision of Astbury, J., refusing a 
decree for specific performance (reported 58 Soricrtors’ JOURNAL, 557). 
By a lease of the 2lst of November, 1900, J. Smith demised certain 
freehold and leasehold premises in North-street, Brighton, to the de 
fendant for a term of years, with an agreement that in the event, 
which happened, of the lessor’s death during the term the defendant 
should purchase the property within one year from that date, at the 
price of £16,875. The defendant carried on the business of a silk 
mercer and draper on the premises, for which ample light was neces- 
sary. On the 30th of March, 1894, Smith had entered into two agree 
ments with Elizabeth Crunden and others, and H. J. Infield, to the 
effect that two windows in the west wall of the ground floor, and two 
out of three windows in the east wall of the showroom above, were 
constructed and kept open by the express licence of the Crundens and 
Infield, and that Smith, his heirs and assigns, would within one 
calendar month after notice block them up, in default of compliance 
with which tle licensors might enter the premises and do so. They 
were also to be kept glazed with ‘‘ opaque glass.”’ Neither of these 








agreements was disclosed to the purchaser in 1900, or until after 
Smith's death, when the abstract of title was delivered. The defend- 
ant refused to complete, on the ground of misdescription, and on the 
plaintiffs, who were Smith’s executors, bringing this action, Astbury, 
J., held that it was not a case in which the court would enforce the 
contract, as the agreements restricted the free use of the premises, 
which the defendant had agreed to purchase free from incumbrances 
The plaintiffs appealed. Cur. adv. vult. 

THE Court allowed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the contract to purchase was con- 
tained in a lease of the 21st of November, 1900, under which, in an 
event which had happened, the defendant agreed to purchase the de- 
mised property for £16,875. There was no mention of windows in 
the lease, and in his lordship’s opinion there was no warranty in such 
a contract that the de facto windows were ancient lights. Greenhalgh 
v. Brindley (1901, 2 Ch. 324) was a direct authority, and his lordship 
desired fully to adopt the judgment of Farwell, J., in that case, a 
judgment based on general principles. Nor could a consent in writing 
which prevented the statutory period from beginning to run create an 
incumbrance on the property. ‘‘The vendor does not fail to possess 
the fee simple, because he has not got the easement of light over the 
adjoining property, nor because the time necessary to acquire it has 
not commenced to run’’ (per Farwell, J.). If the consent in writing 
did not create an incumbrance, there was no obligation to put it in 
the abstract. The only objection taken was based on the agreement 
of 1890. ‘His lordship read the agreement and proceeded :) The agree- 
ment was positive, not negative in form, and the purchaser from Smith 
would be under no liability to perform the obligations entered into by 
Smith. He could not, under the principle of T'ulk v. Moxhay (2 Phill. 
774), be called upou to do anything involving the expenditure of money. 
The agreement could be denounced at any time by Smith or persons 
claiming under him, and then the statute would immediately com- 
mence to run. It was said, however, that Bewley v. Atkinson (13 Ch. 
D. 283) was inconsistent with that view, but a careful examination of 
that case disposed of the argument. It was an action to restrain the 
blocking up of windows which had been enjoyed since 1814, and the 
defence was that the windows had been opened under a written licence, 
consent, or agreement of the defendant’s predecessor. Sixpence a year 
was paid until 1859, and the agreement was never denounced. The 
only point decided was that notwithstanding that the payment had 
ceased, the agreement was sufficient to prevent the acquisition of an 
indefeasible title to the light. The case had often been cited. but 
never for the purpose of establishing that the agreement imposed 
obligafions on the purchaser. It was a weapon of defence, not of 
offence, and the purchaser could not have been made liable to pay 
the sixpence a year or to spend money in blocking up the windows. It 
was further urged that the agreement in the present case, though 
affirmative in form, implied a negative. This, however, was not correct, 
except in the sense that every agreement to do A implied an agreement 
not to do B. Such an implied negative was insufficient to bring the 
case within 7'ulk v. Moxhay (supra). It was further urged that the 
words at the end of clause 4 gave a right of entry, and therefore .an 
interest in land. His lordship thought that was a mere licence, but 
if it was more, it would be void as a perpetuity. Lastly, it was urged 
that the title was too doubtful to force upon a purchaser. In modern 
times the courts had not listened with favour to such a defence. It 
was the duty of the court, unless in very exceptional circumstances, to 
decide rights between a vendor and purchaser, even though a third 
person not a party would not be bound by the decision. The appeal 
would therefore be allowed, and the usual decree for specific perform 
ance made, with costs both there and below. 

Swinren Eapy, L.J.. who said that Greenhalgh v. Brindley (supra) 
accurately stated the law, and that the agreements only bound the 
defendant in the sense that he could not acquire a statutory right to 
light, and ° 

Picxrorp, L.J., gave judgment to the same effect.—CounseL, Up- 
john, K.C., and J. G. Wood; Younger, K.C., and Sheldon. Sotrct- 
rors, Light 4: Fulton, for W. HB. Kersey, Ipswich; Routh, Stacey, & 
Castle, for BE. M. Marx & Colbourne, Brighton. 

[Reported by H. Lanorornp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.) 


CODLING ». JOHN MOWIEM & CO. (LIM.). No. 2. 2ist July. 


MASTER AND SERVANT—DeEaTH OF WoRKMAN—CLAIM By WIDOW AND SIX 
CuiILpREN—£300 Patp into Courr ACCEPTED BY CHILDREN WITH 
KNOWLEDGE OF Wipow, WHO RENOUNCED ALL CLAIM UNDER THE 
WorkKMEN’s ComPENSATION AcT—RIGHT oF THE WIDOW 10 CLAIM 
DAMAGES FOR HeRsELF—WoRKMEN’S CoMPENSATION Act, 1906 
(6 Epw. 7, c. 58), s. 1 (2) (B). 

A workman, who was killed as the result of an accident arising out of 
and in the course of his employment, left a widow and six children. A 
claim having been made in respect of the widow and six children as 
dependants, the employers paid the maximum amount for which they 
cou:d be held liable under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, namely. 
£300, into court. The children, acting by their next friend, applied 
to have the whole of the compensation apportioned between them, the 
widow stating that she renounced her right in the money in court, and 
made no claim to any share in it. Subsequently the widow commenced 
an astion against her late husband’s employers claiming damages under 
Lord Campbell’s Act. The defendants submitted that the aetion was 
not maintainable by reason of section 1 (2) (b) of the Workmen’s Com- 


pensation Act, 1906. 
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Held, that, tak ng the facts aa atated in the pleadings to be true, the 
plant ff having renoun ed her right and intere sf. and consented to the 
whole f the £300 being paid to the other de pe ndants, she was in the 


position of having been a party to compensation being paid, and was 
pi cluded {from tal 7 proceedings to recover ¢ mpensation apart from 
the Act 

Appeal by the widow of a workman who was killed while working 
for the respondents by dent arising out of and in the course of his 
emp! rvment The widow commenced proceedings in the City of London 
Court claiming damages under Lord Campbell’s Act on behalf of herself 
and her six children Che employers denied that the workman met with 
his death from any negligence on their part—the proof of which was 
on the plaintiff in order to get damages under Lord Campbell’s Act 
and they paid £300 into court as the maximum which could be claimed 


as compensation under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, which Act 
casts a liability on the employer without the necessity of the applicant 


establishing neglige: Ihe six children applied for payment out of 
the £300 in court, naming the widow as a dependant, but expressly 
stating that she had not made and did not propose to claim under the 
Workmen's Compensation Act. At the hearing the widow renounced all 
her rights to any share in the £300, and an award was made, with her 
consent, that the money should be paid out for the benefit of the six 
children only Chis was done, the widow being made no party to the 
award, The widow then proceeded with her action for damages against 
the employers. The point was then raised by the employers that, 


having paid the maximum under the Act of 1906, in which the widow, 
had she not renounced her right, would have taken her share, they were 


not liable to pay her damages under Lord Campbell’s Act. This ques 
tion was submitted to the High Court as a point of law, and was argued 
before Atkin, J He held that, although the widow had made no 
claim under the Workmen's Compensation Act, the action must fail, 


because the employers, having paid full compensation under that Act, 
were not liable under Lord Campbell's Act, the latter Act giving an 
ilternative right of action only. Accordingly, he held that the de 
fendants, having paid under the Act of 1906, were not liable to pay 
damages independently of that Act. The plaintiff appealed 

rue Court (Bucktey, Kennepy and Paittimore, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. It was clearly the intention of the Act of 1906 that a master 


should not pay twice in respect of the same claim. The widow having 
renounced her rights and interest in the money in court, which was 
the maximum of compensation under the Act of 1906 for which an 
employer was liable, and consented to the whole of it being appor 
tioned out to the children, she was in the position of having been a 
party to compensation being paid in respect of the accident by the 


defendants, and was precluded from claiming damages against the same 
defendants in an action independently of the Act by the prohibition 
contained in section 1 (2) (b) of the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906. 
CounseL, for the plaintiff, David, K.C., and Horace Fenton; for the 
defendants, Hillis Hill. Sorscrrors, J. Scott Ducke Vackrell. Maton 
Clodlee a (Juincey. 
(Reported by Ensxtne Rein, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


RICHMOND r. RICHMOND. Neville, J. 6th, 7th and 8th July. 
Practice—LuNAtic, Not so Founp—Capacity—SettLep ACCOUNT 
Expert Witness—FUNCTION oF THE CoUuRT. 

Where a married woman carries on a trade or business, and a final 
her next friend for an account against her trustee, who had managed 
her property, and her trustee, in defending the action, denied that she 
was of unsound mind, and plead: d settled account, and the medical 
evidence as to her atate of mind was conflicting 

Held, that it ia t/ function of the court mm such a case to form an 
inde pe ndent opinion with regard to the technical aspect. 


This was an action for an account which was brought by a lady 
who was alleged to be of unsound mind, acting by her next friend, 
against her trustee, who had also acted as her agent in the manage- 
ment of her property. The defence was a denial that the woman was 
of unsound mind and a plea of settled account. There was a vast amount 
of medical evidence of a conflicting character as to her state of mind 

Nevitte, J., in the course of his judgment, said : In my opinion in 
such cases as these, although the evidence is of a purely technical 
nature, the experts are only called in to assist the court. In all these 
cases, where there is expert evidence, the court cannot dispense with 
the obligation to form an independent opinion with regard to tlhe 
technical aspect.—CounseL, Peterson, K.C., and Manning; Jenkins, 
K.C., and J. M. Gover; Arthur Sims. Soricrrors, Boyce & Evans; 
Taylor, Stanbury, & Co., for Branson & Sons, Sheffield. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re A DEBTOB. Horridge and Avory, JJ. 26th May. 
Bankreptcy—BankRuptcy Norice—CouNTERCLAIM WHICH COULD NtT 
RE SET UP IN THE ACTION IN WHICH JUDGMENT WAS OBTAINED—BANK- 
rnuprey Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 4, suB-secrion 1 (a). 
A debtor can set up, in answer to a bankruptcy notice, a counter- 
claim which he could not, in fact, have set up in the action in which 








judgment was obtained, although he might, if he had chosen, have 
made it possible to set up the counterclaim in such action. 


Appeal from the setting aside of a bankruptcy notice by the county 
court judge at Manchester. The debtor was a partner in a firm of 
consulting engineers who had been employed by the judgment creditors 
on certain works in respect of which £2,000 had been paid on account, 
but £12,000 was still claimed to be due to the debtor’s firm from the 
judgment creditors for work done between 1908 and 1910. In May, 
1913, the judgment creditors issued a writ against the debtor for 
unpaid calls, and obtained judgment against him in February, 1914. 
On the 8th of April, 1914, they served a bankruptcy notice upon the 
debtor. On the 15th of April, 1914, the debtor obtained an assign- 
ment from his firm of the £12,000 owing to them by the judgment 
creditors. The debtor then moved to set aside the bankruptcy notice 
upon the ground that he had a counterclaim which exceeded the amount 
of the judgment debt, and which he could not have set up in the 
action in which judgment was obtained. The motion was heard by 
the county court judge on the 2lst of April, when he set aside the 
bankruptcy notice. The judgment creditors appealed. Counsel for the 
appellants contended that, as the counterclaim had been in existence 
since 1910, the debtor could have got an assignment of it in time to set 
it up in the action brought by the judgment creditor. 

Tue Courr (Avory and Horripce, JJ.) held that, although the 
debtor could, if he had chosen, have taken steps to get an assignment, 
and so render the counterclaim available in the action, still, it was 
not, in fact, available to him in the action, and he was entitled to set 
it up in answer to the bankruptcy notice.—Counset, 2. W. Hansell ; 
F’. 1. Barrington-Ward. Sotrcrrors, Rawle & Co., for Alex. Wright 
d C'o., Bacup; Evelyn Jones & Co., for R. Barrow-Sicree, Manchester. 

[Reported by P. M. France, Barrister-at-] aw.) 


Re B, H. HOLLIS& 80N. Ez parte LAWRENCE, 
Horrid.e and Lush, JJ, 2ist July. 
Bankruetcy—Acr or Bankruptcy—MarrRieD WomaNn—BANKRUPTCY 
Notice—Banxkruptcy Act, 1913 (3 & 4 Geo. 5, c. 34), s. 12, sup 


SECTIONS (1) AND (2). 

Where a married woman carries on a trade or business and a final 
judgment has been obtained against her since the coming into operation of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1913, that qudgment is available for bankruptcy 
proceedings against her by bankruptcy notice, although it is in respect 
ore liability incurred before the Act came into operation, 

Appeal from a receiving order made by the registrar of the county 
court at Greenwich. On the 3rd of April, 1914, a judgment was 
obtained against the debtor, Rose Levy, a married woman trading 
separately from her husband as R. H. Hollis & Sons, in respect of 
goods supplied to the debtor before the lst of April, 1914, the date 
when the Bankruptcy Act, 1913, came into operation. Section 12, sub- 
section 2, of that Act provides, ‘‘ .where a married woman carries on 
a trade or business, and a final judgment or order has been obtained 
against her—-that judgment or order shall be available for bankruptcy 
proceedings against her by a bankruptcy notice.’’ The judgment creditor 
served a bankruptcy notice on the debtor, which she failed to comply 
witli, and thereupon presented a petition, upon which a receiving order 
was made on the 30th of June. The debtor appealed. Counsel for the 
appellant contended that the Act was not retrospective, and that sub 
section 2, of section 12, did not apply to a judgment obtained in respect 
of a liability incurred before the Act came into operation. Counsel for 
the respondent argued that the words of the sub-section, meant what they 
said 

Horriper, J.—In this case the debtor, a married woman, was trading 
separately from her husband when she incurred the debt. The debt 
was incurred, and the writ issued before the Act of 1913 came into 
operation. Judgment was given against her whilst still trading on 
the 3rd of April after the Act came into operation. I think she comes 
within sub-section 2, of section 12. She was trading separately from 
her husband before the Act came into force, and therefore subject to 
the bankruptcy laws. Since the Act came into force a final judgment 
has been obtained against her, which by the sub-section is available 
for proceedings against her by bankruptcy notice. The receiving order 
must stand. 

Lusu, J., concurred.—Counset, R. J. Willis; Frank Mellor. Sott- 
crtors, Osborn & Osborn; Hyman, Isaacs & Lewis. 

[Reported by P. M. Prancxs, Barrwster-et-Law.] 





Permission having been given by the Government to the Oester 
reichische Laenderbank and the Anglo-Austrian Bank to carry on 
banking business subject to similar limitations and conditions to those 
imposed upon the German banks, it is announced that Sir William 
Plender has been appointed by the Treasury to supervise and control 
all transactions of the British establishments of these banks in the 
terms of the Government licence. In pursuance of the authority for 
that purpose conferred upon him by the Treasury, Sir William Plender 
has nominated the following gentlemen official supervisors to act for 
him in his name and on his behalf :—At the Oesterreichische Laender 
bank.—Mr. Edward Davis, 5, London-wall-buildings, E.C., chartered 
accountant. At the Anglo-Austrian Bank.—Mr. Edward Dexter, 21, 
Ironmonger-lane, E.C., chartered accountant. Sir William Plender 
also announces that subject to his approval as Controller, the British 
establishments of the above banks are entitled to avail themselves of 


the existing moratorium. 
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New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations. 


We print below the Proclamation of the 5th inst. (Gazette, 7th 
inst.) relating to trading with the enemy. The London Gazette of the 
14th inst. contains the following further Orders and Proclamations : 
1.—Declaration of State of War between Great Britain and Austria 


Hungary as from midnight of the 12th inst. - 


2.—A Proclamation (printed below) extending the scope of certain 
existing Proclamations and a certain Order in Council connected 
with the war. 


3.—A Proclamation (printed below) for Postponement of Payments. 

4.—The Defence of the Realm Regulations, established by Order in 
Council of the 12th inst. ; 

5.—An Order in Council of the 12th inst. amending and extending the 


Aliens Restriction Orders. This is the Aliens Restriction (No. 
3) Order, 1914. 

6.—Notice that Austro-Hungarian merchant ships are entitled to the 
benefit of the Order in Council of the 4th of August, as altered 
by the Proclamation of the 12th of August. (See below, and 
under ‘‘ Current Topics.’’) 


By Tue KING. 
A PROCLAMATION 
RELATING TO TRADING WITH THE ENemy. 
GEORGE RB.1. 

WHEREAS a state of war exists between Us and the German Empero1 

And whereas it is contrary to law for any person resident, carrying 
on business, or being in Our Dominions, to trade or have any com 
mercial intercourse with any person resident, carrying on business, o1 
being in the German Empire without Our permission : 

And whereas it is therefore expedient and necessary to warn all 
persons resident, carrying on business, or being in Our Dominions, otf 
their duties and obligations towards Us, Our Crown, and Government : 

Now, therefore, We have thought fit, by and with the advice of Our 
Privy Council, to issue this Our Royal Proclamation, and We do hereby 
warn all persons resident, carrying on business, or being in Ow 
Dominions : 

Not to supply to or obtain from the said Empire any goods, wares 
or merchandise, or to supply to or obtain the same from any person 
resident, carrying on business, or being therein, nor to supply to o1 
obtain from any person any goods, wares, or merchandise for or by 
way of transmission to or from the said Empire, or to or from any 
person resident, carrying on business, or being therein, nor to trade in 
er carry any goods, wares, or merchandise destined for o1 coming from 
the said Empire, or for or from any person resident, carrying oa busi 
ness, or being therein : 7 , 

Nor to permit any British ship to leave for, enter, or communicate 
with any port or place of the said Empire : 

Nor to make or enter into any new marine, life, fire; or othe poli 
or contract of insurance with or for the benefit of any person resident 
carrying on business, or being in the said Empire, nor under any exist 
ing policy or contract of insurance to make any payment to or for the 
benefit of any such person in respect of any loss due to the belligerent 
action of His Majesty’s forces or of those of any ally of His Majesty 

Nor to enter into any new commercial, financial, or other contract o1 
obligation with or for the benefit of any person resident, carrying on 
business, or being in the said Empire : : 

And We do hereby further warn all persons that whoever in contra- 
vention of the law shall commit, aid, or abet any of the aforesaid acts 
will be liable to such penalties as the law provides : 

And We hereby declare that any transactions to, with, or for the 
benefit of any person resident, carrying on business, or being in the 
said Empire which are not treasonable and are not for the time being 
expressly prohibited by Us either by virtue of this Proclamation or 
otherwise, and which but for the existence of the state of war afore 
said would be lawful, are hereby permitted : 

And We hereby declare that the expression ‘person’? in this 
Proclamation shall include any body of persons corporate or unincor 
porate, and that where any person has, or has an interest in, houses or 
branches of business in some other country as well as in Our Dominions, 
or in the said Empire (as the case may be), this Proclmation shall not 
apply to the trading or commercial intercourse carried on by such 
person solely from or by such houses or branches of business in such 
other country. 

Given at Our Court at Buckingham Palace, this Fifth dav of 
August, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred 
and fourteen, and in the Fifth year of Out Reign. 

GOD save tHe KING. 


By rue KING. 
A PROCLAMATION. 
EXTENDING THE SCOPE OF CERTAIN EXISTING PROCLAMATIONS AND A 
CERTAIN ORDER IN COUNCIL CONNECTED WITH THE War. 

GEORGE RB... 

Wuereas on the fourth day of August, one thousand nine hundred 
and fourteen a State of War came into existence between Us on the one 
hand and the German Empire on the other : 
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“ 


And whereas We did on the same date and on the fifth day of August, 
one thousand nine hundred and fourteen, issue certain Proclamations 
and Orders in Council connected with such State of War 

And whereas a State of War now exists between Us on the one hand 
and the Dual Monarchy of Austria-Hungary on the other 

And whereas it is therefore desirable to extend the scope of certain 
of the Proclamations and Orders in Council aforesaid : 

Now, therefore, We have thought fit, by and with the advice of Om 
Privy Council, to issue this Our Royal Proclamation declaring and it is 
hereby dec lared as follows : 

1. ‘The Proclamation warning all Our Subjects and all persons resident 
or being in Our Dominions trom contributing to, or participating in 
or assisting in the floating of, any loan raised on behalf of the German 


Government, or from advancing money to o1 entering into any contract 





or dealings whatsoever with the said Government, or otherwise aiding, 
abetting. or assisting the said Government, shall be deemed as from 
this date to apply to all loans raised on behalf of, or contracts or deal 
ings entered into with, or to aiding, abetting, or assisting the Austro 
Hungarian Government 

» The Proclamation on Trading with the Enemy shall be deemed as 
from this date to prohibit with the Dual Monarchy of Austria-Hungary 
ill commercial intercourse, which under the said Proclamation igs pro 
hibited with the German Empire, and for this purpose such Proclama 
tion shall be read as if throughout the operative portion thereof, the 
vords ‘‘ either the German Empire or the Dual Monarchy of Austria 
Hungary ere substituted for the words ‘‘ the German Empire.’ 

3 1.) In the Order in Council issued with reference to the departure 
from Our Ports of enemy vessels, which at the outbreak of hostilities 
vere in any such Port or which subsequently entered the same, the 
word ‘* enemy,’’ as applied to either ships or cargo, shall be deemed as 
from this date to include Austro-Hungarian ships or cargo. 

(2.) In the application of this Article to Austro-Hungarian ships the 
date Saturday, the Fifteenth day of August, shall be substituted for the 
date mentioned in Article 2 of the said Order in Council, and the date 
Saturday, the Twenty-second day of August, shall be substituted for 
the date mentioned in Article 3 of the said Order in Council. 

1. The Proclamation specifying the articles which it is Our intention 
to treat as Contraband of War during the war with Germany shall be 
deemed to specify the articles which it is Our intention to treat as 
Contraband of War during the war with Austria-Hungary. 

5. In the Proclamation forbidding the carriage in British vessels from 
any Foreign Port to any other Foreign Bort of any article comprised 
in the list of Contraband of War issued by Us, unless the shipowner 
shall have first satisfied himself that the articles are not intended 
ultimately for use in the enemy country, the words ‘‘ enemy country” 
shall be deemed as from this date to include the Dual Monarchy of 
Austria-Hungary 

Given at Our Court at Buckingham Palace, this Twelfth day of 
August, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and four 
teen, and in the Fifth vear of Our Re 


yi 
GOD save tHE KING 


By tHe KING. 
A PROCLAMATION 


For PosrPpONEMENT OF PAYMENTS 
(HORGE RA 


WHEREAS it is expedient to extend our Proclamation, dated the sixth 


day of August, nineteen hundred and fourteen (relating to the post 
ponement of payments), so as to cove bills of exchange under certain 

rcumstances, and al payments in respect of any debt from any 
bank whose principal place of business is in any part of His Majesty’s 


Dominions or any British Protectorate 
Now, therefore, we have thought fit, by and with the advice of Our 
Privy Council, to issue this Our Royal Proclamation, and We do hereby 





proclaim, direct. and ordain as follows 
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Notwithstanding anything contained in the said Proclamation, dated 
the sixth day of August, nineteen hundred and fourteen (relating to 
the postponement of payments), that Proclamation shall apply, and shall 
be deemed always to have applied 

(a) to any bill of exchange which has not been re-accepted unde 
Our Proclamation, dated the second day of August, nineteen hun 
dred and fourteen, as it applies to a bill of exchange, being a 
cheque or bill on demand, unless on the presentation of the bill 
the acceptor has expressly refused re-acceptance thereof, but with 
the substitution, respects rate of interest, of the date of the 
presentation of the bill for the seventh day of August, nineteen 
hundred and fourteen; and 

(b) alse to payments in respect of any debt from any bank whose 
principal. place of business is in any part of His Majesty's 
Dominions or any British Protectorate, although the debt was not 


incurred in the British Islands and the bank had not a business 
establishment or branch business establishment in the British 
Islands. 
Given at Our Court at Buckingham Palace, this Twelfth day ot 
August, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred 


and in the Fifth year of Our Reign. 
GOD save tHe KING. 


and fourteen, 





Colonial Stock Act, 1900. 


(63 and 64 Vict. ¢. 62.) 
Addition to the List of Stocks under Section 2 
Pursuant to Section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the Lords 
Commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury hereby give notice that the 


th in respect of the unde: 
in the United Kingdom :— 
Inscribed Stock (1939-1959) 
2, sub-section 2 of the Trustee 


Act have been complied 


inscribed 


provisions of the 
mentioned Stock, 
Gold Coast Government, 4 per cent 
The restrictions mentioned in section 


reyistered or 


Act, 1895, appiy to the above Stock (see Colonial Stock Act, 1900, 
section 2). 
Treasury Chamber Whitehall, 5.W 
28th July, 1914 





Prize Courts Act, 1894. 
Privy Council Office, 7th August, 1914 
Notice is hereby given that, after the expiration of forty days from 


the date hereof, it is proposed to submit to His Majesty in Council 
the draft of an Order in Council approving n Rules of Court for 
regulating Prize Proceedings 

By Order in Council of the 6th August, 1914, the said Rules were 
approved as provisional Rules under section 2 of the Rules Publication 
Act, 1893 

Notice is hereby further en that, in accordance with the provisions 


of the last-named Act. copies of the propo ed Rules can be obtained 
by any public body, within forty dlays of the date of this notice, at 
the Privy Council Oflice, Whitehall. 


County Courts and the Moratorium. 


His Honour Judge Selfe writes to the 7'imes ** Following 
the direetions given by the Lord Chief Justice as to procedure in the 


as follows: 


King’s Bench Division, I have given directions to my registrars and 
high bailiffs as to the procedure to be followed on my cireuit. I have 
ubmitted these directions to the Lord Chancellor, and have been 


informed that he approves of them and thinks that they might be made 
known. I therefore enclose a copy of the directions, and shall 
obliged if you will publish them, in the hope that they may thus be 
brought to the notice of my colleagues, and may assist in the settle 
ment of a common practice in all courts. I may add that I have given 
special instructions to my high bailiffs to postpone the enforcement of 
orders of commitment and warrants of execution against defendants 
belonging to the labouring classes during the currency of the Mora- 
torium., 5 


Wm. L, Serre, Judge of County Courts Circuit 43.”’ 


INSTRUCTIONS TO KEGISTRARS AND Hicu Barirrs. 


Plaints be heretofore 


to issued as No judgment to be signed on 
a default summons where notice of intention to defend is not given, 
if it appears by the particulars that the claim comes within his 
Majesty's Proclamations or either of them If on any such summons 
judgment has already been signed, no execution shall issue in respect | 
thereof except by leave of the Revistrar Judgment debts are not 
within the Proclamations, which are limited to contract debts. but no 
execution should be levied or order of commitment executed if it can 


be avoided. 








The Anglo-Portuguese T reaty of Commerce was signed on the 13th 


inst. in Lisbon by the Portuguese Minister for Foreign Affairs and the 
British Minister, ~ 2 


The Hague Convention and 
Declaration, 1907. 


The following list of the Conventions and Declaration annexed to 
the Final Act of the Second Peace Conference, with the ratifications up 
to the Wth of April, 1913, is compiled from Herstlet’s Commercial 
Treaties, vol. 26, pp. 1249-51. Where Great Britain has not ratified, 
ratifications by other States are not noted. The text of the Conventions 
and Declaration, with a full statement of the discussions and voting 
on them, is given in Dr. Higgins’ ‘‘ Hague Peace Conferences ’’ (Cam- 
bridge University Press, 1909) :— 

{.—Pacific Settlement of International Disputes. 
Britain. 

Limitation of Employment of Force for Recovery of Contract 
Debts. 

[1f1.—Opening of Hostilities. 

1V.—Laws and Customs of War on Land. 

V.—Rights and Duties of Neutral Powers and Persons in War on Land. 

Not ratified by Great Britain. 


Not Ratified by Great 


VI.—Status of Enemy Merchant Ships at Outbreak of Hostilities. 
V1If.—Conversion of Merchant Ships into War Ships. 
VILI.—Laying of Automatic Submarine Contact Mines, 
1X.—Bombardments by Naval Forces in Time of War. 


X.—Adaptation of Principles of the Geneva Convention to Maritinie 


War. Not ratified by Great Britain. : 
X1.—Restrictions in the Exercise of the Right to Capture in Maritime 
ar. 
XII.—Establishment of an International Prize Court. Not ratified by 
Great Britain, ‘ 
XIII.—Rights and Duties of Neutral Powers in Maritime War. Not 


ratified by Great Britain. 
X1V.—Declaration Prohibiting the Discharge of Projectiles and Explo 
sives from Balloons. 

The above, where ratified by Great Britain, have also been ratified 
by France, Germany, Austria-Hungary, Russia, the United States, 
Belgium, and Japan, with the following exceptions :—II. is not ratified 
by Belgium, VI. and VII. are not ratitied by the United States, VITI. 
and XI. are not ratified by Russia, and XIV. is not ratified by France, 
Germany, Austria-Hungary, Russia, and Japan. There have, it seems, 
heen no ratifications by Italy. Some of the ratifications are subject 
to reservations of particular articles. The ratification of VIII. by 
Great Britain is subject te the reservation that the Convention is 
insufficient (see p. 766 ante). 








The Moratorium Abroad. 


FRANCE, 

Che British Chamber of Commerce in Paris notifies British houses 
dving business in and with France that a moratorium exists in France 
as concerns all bills falling due after 31st July, and before Ist Sep 
tember, 1914. The due date for bills, cheques, money orders (mandats), 
warrants, promissory notes is retarded 30 days clear for such of 
these documents as were made out before 4th August. This doves not 
apply to negotiable effects drawn on the Public Treasury. 

A delay of 30 days clear is granted for the payment of all transactions 
between commercial houses made previous to 4th August. A similar 
| delay is applicable to all sums due for advances made before lst August, 

secured or unsecured, and for payment against cheque presented by the 
drawer himself against letters of credit and banking accounts. 

[At the request of the Government the credit establishments have 





decided to allow depositors to withdraw 10 per cent. of their credit 
accounts independently of the 5 per cent. provided for by the mora- 
torium.—Reuter, 20th inst. ] 

As regards these latter, however, full withdrawal can be demanded of 
|} sums up to 250f. (£10). Above 250f. payment of only 5 per cent. of 
| the surplus can be insisted upon by the depositor or the creditor. 
| Depositors and creditors having a staff of workmen or employees for 

the exercise of an agricultural, industrial, or commercial profession can 

claim withdrawal of the full amount of their wages bill, by justifying 
their demand by the production of wages list. Similar privilege is 
enjoyed by those who prove the necessity of the withdrawal for the 
| carrying out of orders given by the State for national defence. The 
same privilege. applies to societies officially authorized to aid the land 
and armies with health and medical service, also establishments 
which have been requisitioned by the Ministry of War. 

This moratorium will probably be extended before the date expires. 


sea 


' 
| SWITZERLAND. 


At a meeting between the chief of the Finance Department of the 
Swiss Federal Government and representatives of the Swiss National 
| Bank and Joint Stock Banks of Switzerland, which was held in Berne 
| on the 15th inst., it was unanimously decided fhat a general moratorium 
' should not be resorted to, but that as heretofore the practice of sus- 
pending judicial proceedings for recovering payments in respect of bills 
of exchange and other liabilities should be maintained. 
| The Swiss Federal Council is about to publish a decree providing that 
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foreign creditors (banks and others) shall be subject in Switzerland to 
reciprocity as regards the moratory laws to which Swiss creditors are 
subjected in the respective foreign countries, 

Russia, 

With regard to the moratorium in Russia, Reuter’s Agency is, says the 
Times, informed that the following official statement has been issued in 
St. Petersburg :— Z 

In virtue of the moratorium :—(1) All commercial bills issued prior 
to 17th July, all protests, and all proceedings relating thereto are sus 
pended for two months as from 25th July, 1914. This measure relates 
to bills the places of issue ur payment of which are situated in the 
provinces of Poland and the provinces of Kieff, Volhynia, Tchernigoff, 
Mohileff, Kholmsk, Kherson, Taurida (Crimea), Bessarabia, Podolia, 
Vilna, Koyno, Grodno Minsk, St. Petersburg, Pskoff, Novgorod, 
Vitebsk, Livonia, Esthonia, Courland, and Olonetz. (2) The Ministe1 
of Finance is empowered, if need should arise, to extend the above 
mentioned privileges to other parts of the Empire, likewise for a period 
of two months. 

The above are ail provinces in the Western Empire. 


Obituary. 
Mr. A. C. Plowden. 


Mr. Alfred Chichele Plowden died on Saturday at his house, 37, 
Lexham-gardens, South Kensington. Mr. Plowden was a son of Mr. 
Trevor John Chichele Plowden, a member of the Bengal Civil Service. 
He was born at Meerut in 1844, and at a very early age was sent home 
to England. After preparatory education at private schools, he went 
in 1857 to Westminster School, and in 1865 to Brasenose College, 
Oxford. On leaving Oxford he spent two years in Jamaica as private 
secretary to his uncle, Sir J. P. Grant, the Governor of the Island, and 
on his return he read for the bar for a time in the chambers of Mr. 
J. P. Murphy. He was called by the Middle Temple in 1870, and 
jvined the Oxford Circuit, where he had for contemporaries J. W. 
Huddleston, Henry James, Henry Matthews, C. J. Darling, F. C. 
Bosanquet, and Arthur Jelf. His book, ‘‘ Grain or Chaff,” is dedi 
cated to Mr. Matthews, afterwards Lord Llandaff, ‘‘ my comrade and 
leader on the Oxford Circuit, to whose example | owe much, and to 





whose friendship 1 owe more.’’ Soon after joining the Oxford Circuit | 


Mr. Plowden was appointed law reporter for the 7'imes on circuit, and 
later he became chief reporter for the Common Pleas Division at 
Westminster. He was appointed Recorder of Much Wenlock, and a 
revising barrister for Oxfordshire, and then, in 1888, a London police 
magistrate. After sitting for a few years at Wandsworth and 
Hammersmith, Mr. Plowden was transferred in 1893 to Marylebone at 
his own request. He had remained at the Marylebone Court ever since. 

Mr. Plowden married, in 1883, his cousin, Miss Evelyn Foster, 
daughter of General Sir Charles Foster. He leaves two sons and a 
daughter, 


Mr. Ernest Bevir. 


Mr. Ernest Bevir died at his home at Hendon on the 2id inst., after 
a long illness. Mr. Bevir, who was born on the 22nd of June, 1857, 
was the younger son of Mr. William Lawrence Bevir, of Cirencester, 
and was educated at Christ’s Hospital, where he attained the rank of 
a ‘‘Grecian.’’ After leaving school he spent several months in study 
ing engineering, but soon resolved to follow in the footsteps of his 
father and grandfather, and to devote himself to the profession of the 
law. He accordingly served his articles of clerkship with the late 
Mr. Robert Ellett, of Cirencester, and afterwards with his brother, 
the late Mr. Harry Bevir, and after spending some months in the office 
of Messrs. Peacock & Goddard, in Gray’s-inn, he was admitted a 
solicitor in 1880, taking high honours in his final examination. For 
more than thirty years Mr. Bevir carried on an extensive general 
practice at Devereux-chambers in the Temple, and until the beginning 
of this year, when he took his eldest son into partnership, he had 
carried it on single-handed. He enjoyed the reputation of being a 
sound lawyer and a good man of business, and in addition to other 
appointments he was clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes for the 
Duchy of Lancaster (Strand division), and, until its recent acquisition 
by another office, he had for many years been a director of the Law 
Reversionary Interest Society (Limited), with which his uncle, the late 
Mr. E. J. Bevir, Q.C., had for long been connected. : 

Mr. Bevir had many interests outside the range of his professional 
labours. In his earlier days he had distinguished himself as an 
athlete, and among the many prizes he gained was the Town challenge 
cup of the Cirencester Athletic Club for the mile, which he won three 
years in succession. In his later life he was known as a good shot 
but chiefly as an expert dry-fly fisherman. In politics he was a keen 
Conservative, and since the early days of his residence at Hendon he 
had been an officer of the local association, and latterly for many years 
its chairman. J =i 

He was throughout his life a devoted member of the Church of 
England, and during the last few years of his life had spent. much 
time in forwarding the scheme for the enlargement of Hendon Parish 
Church, the completion of which he did not live to see, but the progress 
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of which he followed with the keenest interest during the last months 
of his life. 

Like his brother, Mr. Harry Bevir, Mr. Ernest Bevir maintained 
hroughout his life a warm love for and a keen interest in the affairs 
of his native town. He had long been a member of the Cirencester 
Society in London, and a regular attendant at its annual gatherings. 
in the death of Mr. William Flux, Mr. Bevir succeeded him as the 
treasurer of the society, and did much to place its reunions on a more 
popular basis, frequently adding to the interest of the meetings by 
eading extracts from the ancient records which threw pleasant light 
n the history both of the society and of the town. 

Mr. Bevir married, in 1882, Miss Ellen Blanchflower Hovell, 
daughter of the late Mr. D,. De Berdt Hovell, of Boreham Holt, 
Elstree, and since their marriage Mr. and Mrs. Bevir have lived at 
Hendon. Mrs. Bevir survives him, with a daughter and four sons, 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. James Bromtry Eames has been appointed Recorder of Bath, in 
place of the late Mr. Henry Folkard. Mr. Eames was called at the 
\liddle Temple in 1898, and is a member of the Western Circuit. 


The Right Honourable Sir Davin Brynmor Jones, K.C., has been 
ippointed Recorder of the Vity ot Cardiff, in the reom of Benjamm 
francis Williams, Esy., K.C., deceased. 


General. 


Waterlow Brothers & Layton (Limited) are keeping open the 
places of all those who are called out for'military service. Half-pay 
will be given during servica to the wife or other dependent, and, in 
the case of single men without dependents, half-pay will accumulate. 


The Lord Chief Justice has been in attendance at the courts, and 
has given directions with reference to the issuing of writs and signing 
judgments, &c. He has also been acting with the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and Mr. Austen Chamberlain on committees formed to deal 
with the currency and financial situation, and has been in constant 
attendance at Downing-street and the Treasury. 

The Royal Commission on Public Records in England and Wales in 
their second report, just issued, express the opinion that a change of 
policy in dealing with the national archives is desirable, and that the 
best means of relieving the existing congestion of the central archives, 
ind providing for the safety of departmental records in local custody, 
would be found in the reorganization of the archives and the establish- 
ment of departmental and district record offices, such as have for a 

ng time past been instituted in other countries with the best results. 


Much interest, says the Daily Telegraph of the 20th inst., has been 
displayed in the subject of the banking accounts of enemy aliens 
resident in this country, and the action of banks in relation to them. 
Che circular issued by the Treasury on the matter, and the Proclama- 
ion dealing with trading with the enemy, at first led to uncertainty 
and misunderstanding, but the settled policy upon which bankers 
have now resolved in connection with such accounts is full of interest. 
Full discretion has been given them to deal with the accounts of their 
German and Austrian clients, and, acting on such powers, their pro- 
edure is as follows. Where cheques are drawn in favour of English 
1ouses or individuals they are duly honoured and paid; but. where 
there is the slightest suspicion that they are intended to benefit enemy 
iliens, payment is absolutely refused. The scheme, while it removes 
facilities for sending remittances to Austria and Germany, frees 
accounts when the object is to secure payment to British workmen. 
And the banks appear to be taking particular precautions to eusure thé 
successful operation of their settled policy. 
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Sir D. Brynmor Jones was, on the 13th inst., returned to Parliament 
unopposed for the Swansea District on his acceptance of the Recorder 
hip of Cardiff 

In the Vacation Court on Wednesd y; ivs the Daily Tele yrapl 
hefore Mr. Justice Shearman, Mr. Le Breton, in the case of /'e/d 
Chamberlain and Another ipplied for the appointment of a recei 
of the partners! Ip busines of Gustavus Feldt, of Fore-street, Cit 
and Birmingham, merchant and manufacturers gent Counsel ex 
plained that the action was for the dissolution of the partnership o1 
the ground that one of the partners, named Cottschalk, was an ier 
enemy, and was at present a soldier th the German forces The firn 
dealt with the selling of ostrich feathers in Germat Phe plaintiff, 
woman, is a sleepit partner In re to s lordship, Mr. Le 
Breton sid that on the authoritic the partnershiy is dissolved as 
from the date tT the ae ration of ur. Mi Justice Shearmat | 
think that is so as regards the ien parts but that would not di 
the partnership s re irds the t Kr ! t I \Ir Le Bret: 
My submissi ; that tl hele partner 1 dissolved \Ii 
Justice Shearmatr t may be s 1 | e take some trouble t« ro) 
up the law as to alien enemie It is about 1,100 vears old. and it 
perhaps, a little ol ul But as at preset dvised I do not think th 
English partners} s affected After further discussion, hi rdshiy 
said that the substratum of the isiness eemed t have one The 
proper course in the ircumstances was to appoint Mr. Chamberlain 
one of the Englist partner is receive! ind tl he vould do on 
proper security being given 


In chambers, on the 17th inst., says the Daily Telegraph, Master 


Macdonnell heard n application as to the « irse to be adopted in an 
action, by a German firm, which was pending hen war broke out 
This was stated to be the first application made regarding actions by 
alien enemies against British subjects The point in dispute was 
vhether the action ld he stayed until peace was declared ; 

hether it should be dismissed The plaintiffs were the Fabrik 
Elastischer Gluekkoerper G.m.B.H., and the defendants the Imperia 


Lamp Works (Brimsdo Limited Counsel for the plaintiffs was 
Mr. A. H. Spokes (instructed by Messrs. H. Oppenheimer and Nathan 
and for the defendants, Mr. J. Scarlett (instructed by Mr. J. R 


Cardew-Smith Mr. Scarlett | this is al ition brouecht bv a 
German firm for the re ! sum of £900 for goods supplied 
He did not nsider t t ti ntiffs } ! al uht t be represé ed 
at all Che vere alice TL d ld t be heard in the courts 
It as ear th ictions brought | ilien enemies before the outbrea 

of hostiliti« ere pended duri the period of ul If tl » jud es 
vho had l t t dec ! ‘ tt t i ! d only he taved 
till peace I 1 thre d have i nd not used the rd 
suspended \Iy Sy ted if that a 1¢ enemy had bes 

allowed to } lebt l bankrupt ! t} ch the right t 
pay him hi i I ! it pended held it that s 
no reason for divid the Tr imongst other creditors rhe sus 
pension of rights tempora Further, if the action was dis 
missed a fres} tion ad t he brought Before war broke out 
£150 of costs had been incurred in the ’ Sir John Macdonnell 
granted an order t ta it iherty to appl ind reserved the costs 
of the ippl thor 


Way Pay Rent? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scorrisn Temperance Lire Assurance Co. (Limrrep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ’*Phone 6002 Bank.—(Advt.) ‘ 


Herrinc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro- 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910 \ aluation offices : 98, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, S.W. Telephone: City 377; 
Streatham 13) (Advt.) > 


Members of the legal profession who are not already familiar with 
the Oxford Sectional Bookcase are mvited to look into the merits of a 
bookcase combining handsome appearance, high-class workmanship, and 
moderate cost. The ‘‘ Oxford ”’ is probably the only dust-proof sectional 
bookcase obtainable. An extremely interesting booklet containing illus 
trations and prices may be obtained, post free, from the manufacturere 
William Baker & Co., The Model Factory, Oxford.—(Advt.) 





. 7 * 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIES m 
Limrrep tm Caaworry 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Aug 14 
WILLIAM Hirnp, Sons & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or b2‘ore Sept 9, to send 
their names and ‘addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to W 
Arthur Turner, 21, Bridge st, bradford, liquidator 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY 
London Gazette.—TUERSDAY, Aug 18 
GeORGE HILL (THe Waves GALVANIZED [RON WorKs), L?TD.—Ureditors are required, on 
or before Sept 12, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts o laim t Iloward W Prettell il Waterloo st, Birmingham 
liquidator 


Golden Dagger Mine, Ltd 
Chapel Allerton Girls’ High School, Ltt. Anglo Schodnica Oilfields, Ltd, 
Sill Bros, Ltd 
British and Colonial G.C. Syndicate, Ltd. Union Advertising Agency, Ltd. 
rravelling Halls, Ltd 

Anstey Co-opera'ive Society, Ltd 
Southern & Co, Ltd. 

lhe Gravity Clock Co, Ltd. 

Bowe, Scott and Western, Ltd. 
lrinidad Petroleum Developments, Ltd. 


Farez et Cie, Ltd 

Sill Brothers, Ltd 

National Electric Time Co, Lt.i 
Salvaze Trading Co, Ltd. 


Hartlepool 
BROWN, GEORGE WALTER, Newport, I of W, Butcher Sept 8 
1 of W 
GEORGE HENRY, Smethwick, Staffs, Tool Maker Sept 14 J & L Clark, Smeth- 


wick 


rRUMAN JOsEPH, Hereford Sspt16 Wallis, Hereford 
UNNINGHAM, CAROLINE ELI4, BETH, church rd, Upper Norwood Sept 15 
High Holbora 

DOOLEY, EDWARD, Birkenhead Oct 30 Hoskinson, Liverpool 

DUKE, WILLIAM, Southsea Oct1l Caester & Co, Beiford row 

GARDNER, JONAS, Gravesend Oct 10 B & F Tolhurst, Gravese id 

JRE, CHARLES MATTHEW, Liverpool Sept 15 Morecroft & Co, Liverpoo! 

LATHAM, THOMAS, Eccleshall, Sheffield Sept 30 Irons, Sheffield 

MARSHALL, CHARLES, Surbiton, Surrey Sept 14 Hilder & Co, Jer.nyn st 

MAXFIELD, 
Manchester 

MEESON, WILLIAM TAYLOR, Rochford, Essex, Merciant and Farmer Sept 15 Wood «& 
Co, Southend on gea 

MIDDLETON, WALTER, Tenbury, Worcester Sept 5 Davis & Ashley, Tenbury 

MULLIN, JOHANNA, Liverpool Sept 12 Teebay & Lynch, Liverpool 

PAYNE, EDMUND JAMES, West Heath av, GoldersGreen Sept 21 Lander, Chancery In 

Mercy ANN, Rossell st, Pattersea Park rd Aug 26 Batchelor & Cousins, 

Pancras In 





GEORGE CLOUGH, L1p.—Ureditors are required, on or before Sept 4, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to H. H. Chatburo, 27, 
Union st, Bury, liqu'dator. , 

[RECASTELL MINING Co, Lrp.—Creditors are’ required, on or before Sept 4, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to G. Tf. 
%rry, 24, Coleman st, liquidator 


Fue. Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, 01 or before Sept 7, to send their 
1 ’ 


names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J. Moy Evans, 
», Adelaide st, Swinsea, solor for the liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarilv. 


London Gazette. -— FRIDAY, Auz. 14. 
Pathe Cinema Journal Co, Ltd. 
Cardiff Theatre Co, Ltd. 


Schodnica (Ga lic’a) Oil Co, Ltd. 
Central Schoduica Oil Co, Ltd. 

P R Syndicate, Ltd. 

New Oil Properties, Ltd. 

G R Q Syndicate, Ltd. 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, Aug 18. 


Welsh Fuel Co., Ltd. 

North Eastern Banking Co., Ltd. 
MC RK P Syndicate, Ltd. 

George Clough, Ltd. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


~ 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Aug. 7. 


EpITH MARY, Sloane st Sept7 Taylor & Co, Bedford row 


JouN, Castle Eaton, nr Cricklade, Wilts Sept 5 Kinneir & Co, Swiadon , 
Rev CHARLES, Witton Park, nr Bishop Auckland, Durham Sept 8 E iger, 


Eldridge & Son?, Newport, 


\ 
JANE, Whitebaven, Cumberland Aug 3t Todd, Whitehaven ; 
\NNIg EVELYN, Harlesden, Middlx Augz5 Pierron & Morley, Southcombe 


Hammersmi:h rd 
Carr & Co, 


WILLIAM HENRY, Levenshulme, Manchester Sept 26 Ogden & Co, 


FLOWENCE JANE, Hyde Park gt Aug 31 Travcrs-Smith & Co, Throg- 


morton av 
PURNELL, LEONARD, Penarth, Glam Sept 12 Williams & Gladstone, Cardiff 


DES MARGUERITE, Eastbourae Sept18 Andrew & Co, Great James st 


ROW, ROBERT, Gateshead Sept1 Curr, jun, Gateshead 
I 


H MAS, Kingstoa upon Hull, Lizhter Owner Sept1l Sykes, Uull 


WRIGHT, WILLIAM HENRY, Dover Sept 10 Lewis & Pain, Dover 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, Aug 11. 


ALLEN, ANNE, Spalding, Lincs Sept 24 Maples & Son, Spalding 
ASHWELL, WILLIAM HENRY, Nottingham Sept 16 Carr, Barnsley 
BEARPARK, GEORGE, Darlineton, Millwright 
Lucy, Buxton Sept 22 Eaton, Manchester 
WILLIAM SWAN, Leadenhall st ept 12 Rastall, Salisbury House, Londou 
Wall 
FARQUHAR, JANP, Handsworth Sept1 Sirville, Birminghim 


Ang 22 Steavenson & Co, Darlington 


THOMAS, Fentiman rd, Lambeth Sept 5 Thomas, H:Istoa, Cornwall : 
JANE, Bures Saint Mary, Suffolk, or Lkrantoy, Rev Davip HILCOAT, Wor- 


lingham, Suffolk Oct 10 Gray & Son, New ct, Lincoln's inn 

HEATH. JOSEPH, Sheffield, Cab Proprietor Sept 30 Irons, Sheftleld 

HovG ROBERT ALEXANDER MILLIGAN, Southampto ), Barrister at Law Sept 1 
Southampton 

HOLMES, DANIEL GEORGE, Marple, Chester, Manufacturer Oct1 Mine & Co, Man- 
chester 

JaRVIS, JoHN, Liverpool Sept 5 Laces & Co, Liverpool 

JoNES, ROBERT, L'anduino Sept 1 Chamberlain & Johnson, Llandudno 

LIpSTONK, SARAH, Sheriff rd, West Hampstead Aug 3l Mann & Crimp, Essex st, 

S' rand 

. GRACE HENDY, Gunwalloe, Cornwall Sept 4 Thomas, Helston, Cornwall 

MACDONALD, JOHN ROBERT, Brondesbury SeptS Egzar & Co, Wiachester House 

MIDDLEBROOK, JOHN, Walsall, Agent Oct 10 Evans & Son, Walsall 

REYNOLDS, JANE, Chelmarsh Common, Salop Sept 12 Cooper, Bridgnorth 

RYAN, JAMES, Ide, Devon, Licensed Victualler Sept 12 Friend & Tarbet, Exeter 

ALBERT, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Builder Sept2t Buckell & Drew, Ventnor 

STEWARD, ELEANOR MARIE, Great Woolstone, Bucks S:pt 1 Newton & Calcott, 
Leighton Buzzard 

LAYLOR, FLORENCE ADELAIDE, Bonchurch, lof W Sept 19 Farrer & Co, Lincoln's inn 
flelds 

roMKYs, JosErH, Wolverhampton Se t1 Manby & Brevitt, Wolverhampton 

Wiont, RALPH HENRY DANHURST, Kelantan, Malay Peninsular Oct 1 Wigan & ( 

Norfolk House, Victoria embankment 

JAMES, Exeter Avg3l Friend & Tarbet, Exe.e 


Ewing, 
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London Gazette.—FRiDAY, Aug. 14. 


ALLAN, Rev WILLIAM, DD, Bath Sept 15 Harris & Harris, Wells, Somerset 


ASTLE, JosEPH, Rood End,or Oldbury, Worcester Sept 12 


BAIN BRIDGE, ROBERT, York, Merchant Sept25 Crombie & Sons, York 


BANKFS-PRICE, MARY ELIZABETH, Basil mans, Basil st 
Copthall ct 


BAXENDALE, JOHN FRANCIS, Great Lever, Bolton, Tinplate Worker Sept17 Ritson 
Bolton 


BELL, HENRY WILKINSON, Rawdon, Yorks Oct 14 Ridsdale & Son, Gray's inn sq | 


BRAINE, MARIA SELINA, Southsea, Hants Oct2 Pearce & 
BROOKES, FREDERICK DOBSON, Birtley, Durham Sept 29 
cester 


BROWSE, MARY HANNAH FURZE, Plymouth Sept 14 Mahany, Plymouth 


BRUNKER, JOHN WILL'A™. Newport Aug 31 Lewis, Newpx 
BURDEN, EMMA JANE, Fleet, Hants Sept 21 Yeilding & ( 


Nottingham 


CLOUGH, FREDERICK RICHARD, Southport Sept 30 Williams, Southport 


| 
CHICKEN, GEORGE BENJAMIN, Netherfleld, Nottingham Sept 12 Marriott,| 
| 
COLMER, ETHEL MARY, Brighton Sept 29 Warmington & Edmonds, Coleman st 


Hall, Wolverhampton 


Oct 1 Thorowgood & Co, 


| Fleet st 
| Barrett, Stone bldgs 


SPINK. ER 





Sons, West Smithfield 


PoweR. ELLIN Louisa, Mapperley pk, Nottingham 


RAYMENT, MarY, Bridlington 
ROTHWELL, EDWIN, Milford, nr Godalming, Sirrey Sept 10 Mellerish, Godalming 
tYDER, THOMAS, Westbury on Severn, Glos Sept 22 
SAUNDERS, HERBERT EDWAR 


RAPHAEL, ABRAHAM, Ipswich Sept 14 Aldous & Gotelee, Ipswich 


Sept 4 Priestman & Sons, Bridlington 






Carter, Newoham 
D, Shepperton, Middlx, Surveyor Sept 12 Robinson & 


SHERRARD, FRANCIS, Kearsney, Kent Sept 15 Sherrard & Sons. Gresham st 

Est WILLIAM, Eccles Lancs Sept 19 Minor & Co, Manchester 

SPURLING, Rev FREDERICK WILLIAM, Chester Sept 25 Sewell & Co, Bucklersbury 
| St JOHN, CATHERINE DorA, Thorabury, Glos Sept 17 Peake & Co, Bedford row 
| SYKEs, JAMES, Leeds, Commercial Traveller Sept 26 Brook, Huddersfield 

Garrard & Authony, Wer WHITTAKER, THOMAS SHERREN, Br 


brick et, Temple, Barrister at Law Oct 12 Bannister 
& Co, John st, Bedford row 
WILKINSON, EMILY FLORENCE, Hove, Sussex Sept 23 Stucxey & C>, Brig iton 


ort. Mon 
», Vincent sq 


borcugh 


WITHALL, LETITIA, Ilfracombe Oct 1 Dalston & Co, Southampton st, Bioomsbury 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, Aug. 18. 


BIRCH, CHARLES EDWARD, Kingston on Thames Sept 10 Burnham & Co, Welling- 


CREIGHTON, JULES ALFRED FLORE, Br.ghton, Hotel Manager Sept 15 Evans & Co,) CALVERT, HANNAH, Frizinghall, Bradf.rd Oct 1 Jubb & Co, Halifax 


Gray’s inn sq 


Cripps, FRANK ALT, Chelmsford, Ess‘x Sept 1l Pumfrey & Son, Paternoster row 
DANIELS, JOSEPH HENRY, Shaiwell, Turner ani Blockmaker Sept 11 Hays & Co, 


Clement’s In 


DOCKRELL, HERBERT JOHN, Shefford Sept 1 MacQueen E 


GowER, Rev JoHN, Trefriw, Carnarvon Sept 12 Ellis, Lia 


GREENLAND MARY, Scarborough Sept 25 Turnbull & Sons, Scarborough 

GEEENLAND, RICHARD THOMAS, Scarborough Sept 25 Turnball & Sons, Scarborough 

HAVILL, FREDERICK JOSEPH, St Donatts’' rd, NewCross Sept 14 Stock, Churston mans, Son, Coggeshall, 
GULLEY, AMELIA CAROLINE ROGERS, Cleeve, Somers2t Sept 15 Burbidge & Trestrail, 


Gray's inn rd 
HiaM, WILLIAM Hartpury, Gloucester, Builder Sept 30 


Bioomsbury sq 


sjonnor, Gloucester 
HOLMES, EMILIE HELENA MARY, Horachurch, Essex Sept 15 Whitelock & Storm 





CARTHEW, GEORGE, Hove, 
Bridge 


Brighton Oct 1 Barnes, Railway approach, London 


| DocwkA, MARY ELIZABETH, Kelvedon. Essex Sept 30 Beaumont & Son, Coggeshaly 
ELDRIDGR, GEORGE, Pretoria rd, Streatham Sept 30 Timbrell & Deighton, Cannon st 
linburgh |} GAUKROGER, ALBERT, Alameda, California, USA Sept 15 Grover & Co, Manchester 
irwst GOLDEN, ABRAHAM, Brighton Sept 17 Woolley & Bevis, Brighton 
GRUNDY, THOMAS, Tyldesley, Lancs, Painter Sept 1 Taberuer, Tyldesley 
GULLEFORD, HENRY HERBERT, Capel St Mary, Suffolk, Farmer Sept 30 Beaumont & 






sex 
Bristol 

HATTON, LLEWELLYN, I'ford, 

| HELSBY, WILLIAM, St Helens 


Essex Sept 16 Hanbury & Co, New Broad st 


, Lanes Sent 14 Davies, St Helens 


Houtmes, HENRY, Horachurch, Ess*x Sept 15 Whitelock & Storr, Bloomsbury sq |} Hicks, HELEN. Northampton Sept 19 Paipps, Northampton 
INNES, DUNCAN SEPTIMUS, Hartlepool Sept 28 Bell, West Hartlepool | HOWARD, SAMUEL, Hurst, nr Ashton under Lyne Sept 19 Whitworth, Ashton under 
IRVING, MABEL Lucy, Gilston rd, The Boltons Sept 25 James & James, Ely pl | Lyng 
JACKSON, CHARLES, Preston, Dentist Sept 1 Preston, Preston | Hus, ANDREW, North Shields, Pork Butcher Sept 19 Brown & Holliday, North 
JOHNSON, ARTHUR NEwroN, Burbage rd, Herne Hill Sept 20 Corbin & Co, Be Ilford} Shields 

| 


row 


KELLY, JoHNn, Manchester, Ship's Fireman Sept14 Richards, Manchester 


KENT, ALFRED, Hailsham, Sussex, Solicitor Sept 22 Kent, Norwich 


Lacy, THOMAS, Amersham, Bucks, Merchant Sept 29 Stooke-Vaughan & Taylor, Great} LEWIS, HANNAH, Swansea 8 


James st 


LEE. JOHN, Schole, Holmfirth, Woollen Teaser Sept 21 Sykes & Co, Holmfirth | L 
an Sept 25 Bradshaw &| MALE, Ropert, Wychbold, m 
| MEREDITH, WILLIAM, Builth Wels, Brecon Uct 1 Vaughan, Builth Wells 


LINCOLN, JAMES EDWARD, East Finchley, Potato Salesm 
Waterson, Royal London House, Finsbury sq 


MACKINNON, CHARLES, Eastbourne Sept15 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 
McCrak, JOHN HENRY, Kingston, Jamacia Sept 20 Morley & Co, Gresham House 


Old Broad st ; 
MooRE, JAMES ROGERS, Kessingland, Suffolk, Fisherman 
Lowestoft 


MoRTON, MAYHILDE, Cheapside, Cutler Sept 20 Popple, G 
MUXLow, THOMAS, Leeds Sept 18 Bingley & Dyson, Sheffield 


PALMER, WILLIAM LILLIcRAP, Little Dartmouth, Dev n 
tock 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazetle.—TUESDAY, Avg 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ANSELL, LESLIE ANSELL, Park In, Clissold Park, Jewellery 
Dealer Edmonton Pet July 21 Ord Aug7 | 

ATTWOOD, JAMES CHARLES, Lye, Worcester, Innkeeper | 
Stourbridge Pet aug8 Ord Aug 8 

BRADSTOCK, GEORGE THOMAS, Hallsville rd, Canning Town, 
Butcher High Court Pet Aug6 Ord Aug 6 

DAVISON, EDMOND SAM, Barrow in Furness, Credit 
Draper Barrow in Furness Pet July 21 Ord 
Aug 8 

DAWSON, JOHN HENRY, West Hartlepool], Blacksmith 
Sunderland Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 7 

EuLTon, G H, Walsall, Builder Walsall Pet July 21 Ord 
Aug 7 

GAUNT, ERNEST, Kingston upon Hull, Pawnbroker King- 
ston upon Hull Pet Aug 8 Ord Auzs8 

HOBLYN, EDWARD ROBERT, Piymouth, Chemist Plymouth 
Pet Aug7 Ord Aug7 j 

JARVIS, ALBERT EDWARD, Worthing, Outfitter Brighton | 
Pet Aug? Ord Aug 7 , 


| 


| LITTLE, WILLIAM, Liverpoo) 


ford row 
Sept 14 Wiltshire & Co, 


| 
| 
| PRESTON, JOHN TYRER, Lan 
reat St Thomas Apostle 
| 
| 


PADGEN, ALBERT JAMES, Lee 


KING, HORATIO ALFRED, Norwich, Chemist Sept 29 Johnson & Nichols n, Lowestoft 


pt 20 Williams & Son, Swansea 


Forwarling Agent Oct1 Hurcison & Burton, Liverpool 
LoFTY, JANET ELIZA. Camberwe'l, Surrey Oct 1 Baker & Nairne, Crosby sq 


Droitwich, Wores Sept 19 Symbhe & Co, Birmingham 


| Moss, JOHN SNow, Bishops Waltham, Southampton Septl Snelling, Wine iester 
MUNTING, FRANK, Haverstock hill, Dealer in Works of Art Sept 25 Doyle & Co, Bad- 


, Kent Sept 17 Walker, Howard Huse, Arande) st 


aster Sept 30 Maxsted & Co, Lancaster 


REDJEB, ISMAIL, Bournemouth Sept 30 Grundy & Co, Mancheater 
RICH, REBeccA, Clevedon, Somerses Sept19 Day & Wright, Bristol 
ROBINSON, THOMAS, St Citherine’s, Lincoln, Farmer Sept 15 Race, Lincoln 


Oct 14 Jchnstone, Tavis-| Scorr, JouN, North Shields, Plater Sept 19 Brown & Holliday, North Shields 


TAYLOR, ALFRED, Morriston, 








LAWRENOER, THOMAS, Birchanger rd, South Norwood 
Commercial Traveller Croydon Pet Aug 7 Ord 
Aug 7 

BAYCOCK, ARTHUR, Kingsmead r4. Tulse Hill, Surveyor 
High Court Pet Mar 6 Ord June 29 

MILLS,’ HYMAN, Leeds, Tailors’ Trimmings Merchant 
Leeds Pet July9 Ord Aug7 


NORMAN, R, G, Kingly st, Regent st High Court Pet 


June 30 Ord Aug 5 

PRING, JAMFS EDWARD, Pontypridd, Cabinet Maker 
Pontypridd Pet Aug7 Ord Aug7 

SAKER, ALBERT, Maidstone, Hairdresser Maids‘one Pet 
Aug8 Ord Aug8 

WALTON, STEPHEN HENRY, Gravesend, Printer Rochester 
vet Aug7 Ord Ang7 

WATSON, WILLIAM EDWARD, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, 
Solicitor Manchester Pet June 16 Ord Aug4 

YOUENS, JOHN JOSEPH, Caversham, Reading, Grocer 
Reading Pet Aus 7 Ord Aug 7 


FIRST MEETINGS 


BLENKINSOP, RICHARD, Darlington, Ironmonger Aug 21 
at 12 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles 
brough 





Swansea, Chemist Sept 5 Thomas, Swansea 


BRADSTOCK, GEORGE THOMAS, Hallsville rd, Canning 
Town, Butcher Aug 20 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

COOPER, GEORGE, Kid lerminster, Journeyman Baker Aug 
2. at 3 L'‘on H otel, Kidderminster 

ELTON, G H, Walsall, Builder Aug 2lat 12 Off R-c, 30, 
Lichfield st, Wolverhampton 

GOLDSBOROUGH, ROBERT EDWIN, Stockton on Te 8, Sales- 
man Aug 21 at 12.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert 
rd, Middlesbrough 

GRAVER, HENRY NEAL, Heacham, No:folk Butcher Aug 
19at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

HARRIES, JOUN GrirvirHs, Aberayron, Cardiganshire, 
Grocer Aug 2! ati13) 4, Baker st, Aberystwyth 

JARVIS, ALBERT EDWARD, Worthing, Gentlemen's QOut- 
fitter Aug 18 at 2.30 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, 
Brighton 

LAWRENCE, THOMAS, Birchanger rd, South Norwood, Com- 
mercia! Traveller Aug 20 at 11 82, York rd, West- 
minster Bridge rd 

MANDER, LIONEL, Trafalgar House, Regent st, Financier 
Aug 20 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

McCALLUM, JAMES GRAY, Middlesbrough, Grocer Aug 21 
at 11.30 Off Kec, Court Chambera, Albert rd 
Mid Jlesbrough 





THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, MOORGATSE sSsrTrRhEET, 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1899. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent on 
application. 


LOMDOoON, .o. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 


a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 


Sept 22 Amery-Parkes & Co, 
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NICHOLS, WILLIAM JAMES, Queensferry, Flint, Cycle and 
Motor Agevt Aug 20 ‘at 12 C rypt chmbrs, Eastgate 
row, Chester 

NORMAN, R. G, Kingly st, Regent st Aug 20 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Price, HERBERT, Bath, Butcher 
Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

RAINBOW, WILLIAM JosEPH, Coventry, Picture Framer 

abil Of Rec, 8, High Street, Coventry 

RAMSDHS, FREBERIC \WILEIAM, Birkenhead, Chester, 
Commission Agent Avg 18 at 11 Off Rec, Union 
Marine bifgs, 11, Dale st, Liverpool 

Rossow,” WILLIAM HARRISON , Skirwith, 
Journeyman Blacksmith Aug 19 at 11 34, 
st, Carlisle 

THORP, MAURICE MARK, West Mersea, 
Aug 21 at 3°15 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

WHITTAM, JAMES, Sherburo, Yorks Aug 18 at 4 
48, Westborough, Scirbo. ongh 

WILSON, ERIC, Bath Aug 19 at 11.30 
win st, Bristol 

ADJUDICATIONS. 


JAMES CHARLES, Lye, Worcester, 
Stourbridge PetAug 8 Ord Augs 
BODDINGTON, GORDON HILL, King’s gdns, Hampsteid 
General Agent High Court Pet June 9 Ord Aug 8 

RRs! STOCK, GBORGE THOMAS, Hallsville rd, Canning Town, 
Butcher High Gourt Pet Ang 6 Ord Aug 6 

CHANDLER, GEORGE RELF STANLEY, Church st, 
ton High Court Pet Feb20 Ord Aug6é 

Dawson, JOHN HENRY, West Hartlepool, 
Sunderland Pet Aug? Ord Aug 7 

DUNSTAN, RALPH ALEXANDER, Balham High rd, Solicitor 
Wandsworth Pet June 9 Ord Aug 8 

EMME(T, HENRY GrorGR, Kingsland rd High Court 
July9 Ord Aug 6 

GAaUNT, ERNEST, Kingston upon 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Aug 8 

HASTINGS, ROLAND, Marylebone rd, 
Pet June9 Ord Aug? 

HOBLYN, EDWARD ROBERT, Plymouth, Chemist Plymouth 


Aug 19 at 11.45 Off 


Cumberland, 
Fisher 
Essex, Builder 
Off Rec, 
Bald- 


Off Rec, 26 


ATTWOOD, Innkee; er 


Kensing* 


Blacksmith 


Pet 


Hull, Pawnbroke 
Ord Aug 8 
Author High Court 


Pet ‘Aug 7 7 Ord Aug 7 

JARVIS, ALBERT EDWARD, Worthing, Gent's Outfitter 
Brighton Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 7 

MORPHY, ELIJAH, Preston, Tea Factor Preston Pet 
July8 Ord Aucé 


MORRIS, EDWARD BATCHELOR, East Sheen, Survey, Finan- 


_ Clal Agent Wandsworth Pet April23 Ord Aug 8 
NISTER, FREDERICK ERNEST, Wincanton, Somerset, 
Woollen Spioner Huddersfield Pet July 21 Ord 


Aug 7 
PHILLIPS, HENRY MAURICE, Farleig)) rd, Stoke Newington, 


Cabinet Maker Liverpool Pet May 3) Ord Aug7 

PRING, JAMES EDWARD, Pontypridd, Cabinet Maker 
Pontypridd Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 7 

RAMSDEN, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Birkenhead, Chester, 
Commission Agent Birkenhead Fet June 15 Ord 
Aug 7 

SAKER, ALBERT, Maidstone, Hairdresser Maidstone Pet 
Aw Ord Aug 8 

SCHULTZ, MYER, and SOLOMON SCHULTZ, Wilkes t, Spital 
fields, Furriers High Court Pet Ju'y 10 Ord Aug 6 

SWAN, WILLIAM JOHN DURRANT, Charing Cross rd, 
\ - peer High Court Pet June 26 Ord 


Ang’ 
VAN GEENS; pane, Mile Fndrd High Court Pet July 31 
Ord A 
LINDSAY ANDERSON, St Paul's churchyard 


Ord Aug 7 


WALTERS, 
High Court Pet May 18 


WALTON, STEPHEN HENRY, Gravesend, Printer Rochester 
Pet Aug? Ord Aug7 
WILson, Eric, Bath Bath Pet July 11 Ord Aug7 


YATEs, THOMAS Heyrky, Cannon st, Timber Merchant 
High Court Pet June 26 Ord Aug 8 

Yourns, JoHN JOSEPH, Caversham, Reading, 
Reading Pet Aug 7 Ord Aug7 


Grocer 


Amended Notice subs ituted for that published 
in the London Gazette of July 24, 1914; 


ELIZABETH, Birmingham Birmingham 


TayLor, 
Ord July 20 


June 10 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, RECEIVING ORDER 
RESCINDED AND PELITION DISMISSED. 


Grate, Frorence WILLIAMS, Central Park rd, East Ham 
Hivh Court Date of Pet Jan 15 Ree Ord Feb 10 
Adjud Mar 8 Res Annnl and Dis Aug 6 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Aug. 14. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


JAMES, Devonport, Butcher 
Ord Aug 11 


Brows, Joux Plymouth 


Pet Aug 11 


CHARLES, ROBERT, Liansilin, De nbighshire, Farmer 
Wrexham Pet Aug 7 Ord Aug 7 

CHURCH, ARTHUR FREDERICK, —a Kent, Grocer 
Hastings Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 

Coopsr, THOMAS, Croyden, Builder ; Pet July 22 
Ord Aug 11 

Cox, JoHn, Southampton, Confectiouer Southampton 
Pet Augil Ord Aug ll 


CROSSLAND, WILKINSOS, Liversedgo, Yorks, Coal Merchant 
Dewsbury Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

DaViEs, JoHN, Ferndale, Glam, Insurance Agent Ponty- 
pridd Pet Augl2 Ord Aug 12 

Davigs, Morgan, Trealaw, Glam, Colliery Overman 
Pontypridd Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

DOOLE, THOMAS BENJAMIN, Ipswich, Licensed Victualler 
Ipswich Pet Augil Ord Aug il 

GERRATT, JoserH, Rathbone pl, Oxford st, Dining Room 
Proprietor High Court Pet Augill Ord Aug 11 

HARDES, JAMES JOHN, Ramsgate, Provision Merchant 
Canterbury Pet Aug 7 Ord Aug7 

HARGROVES, JosErPH HENRY, Osborne rd, Palmer's Green, 
Agent High Court Pet Aug i2 Ord Aug 12 

HARVEY, DONALD ALEXANDER, Uxbridge rd, Hanwell, 

Draper Brentford Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 


Pet | 


JONES, HERBERT ALEXANDER, and LEWIs MorGAx, Swan 
set, House Furnishers Swansea Pet July22 Ord 
Au 

Joyner, Harry 


Club Proprietor High Cvurt Pet Aug 11 Ord 
Aug il 

LinDRoP, ARTHUR ERNEST, Tanstall, Tailor Hanley Pet 
Augll Ord Aug ll 

Marcus, IsRakL, and SAMUEL MARCUS, Leeds, 
Leather Merchants Leeds Pet July 17 Ord 
Aug 12 

TAYLOR, ToM, Treeton, nr Rotherham, Fitter Sheffield 
Pet Ang 12 Ord Aug 12 

THORPE, JOHN HE-RY, Losco2, Derby, Butcher Derby 
Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 8 

TINSDEALL, ARTHU:, Alverthorpe, nr Wakefield, Farm 


Ord Aug 11 
Pontypridd 


Pet Aug ll 
Glam, Sculptor 


Labourer Wakefield 
WILLIAMS, DAVID, Porth, 
Pet Augll Ord Ang ll 
WILLIAMS, JoHN Henny, Chester, Butcher Chester Pet 
Augil2 Ord Aug 12 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 11: 


ANSELL, ANSELL LESLIE, Purk In, Clissold pk, Jewellery 
Dealer Edmonton Pe» July 21 Ord Aug7 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
ANSELL, ANSELL LESLIE, ParkIn, Clissold Park, Jewellery 


Aug 24at12 14, Bedford row, London 

ATTWwoop, JAMES CHARLES, Lye, Worcester, Innkeeper 
Aug 25at12 Off Rec, 1, Priory st, Dudley 

3OWDEN, WILLIAM, Neath, Glam, Fruiterer Aug 2lat 11 
Off Rec, Government bidg-, 8t. Mary st, Swansea 

CHARLES, ROBERT, Liansilin, Denbigh, Farmer Aug 25 at 
2 Crypt chmbre, Eastgate row, Chester 

Cox, JOHN, Southampton, Confectioner Aug 21 a‘12 Off 
Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampton 

DAVIES, JoHN, Ferndale, Glam, Insurance Agent Aug 26 
at 11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, 8t Catherine 
st, Pontypridd 

DAVIES, MORGAN. Trealaw, Glam, Colliery Overman Aug 
24 at 11.30 Off Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, St Catherine 
st, Pontypridd 

DAVISON, EDMOND SAM, Barrow in Furness, Credit Draper 
Aug 22 a6 11.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 
Furness 

DAWSON, JOHN HENRY, 
Aug 25 at 2.30 Off Rec, 3, 


Dealer 


West Hartlepool, B'acksmith 
Manor p', Sunderland 


DOOLE, THOMAS BENJAMIN, Ipswich Aug 26 at 2.30 Off 
Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

EMERY, GEorGE, Cheltenham, Shop Assistant Aug 21 at 
8.30 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 

GauNT, ERNEST, Kingston upon Hall, Pawnbroker Aug 
25 at 12 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, 
Holl 


GERRATT, JosEPH, Ratbone pl, Oxford st, Dining Room 
Proprietor Aug24at1 Bankruptcy b'dgs, Carey st 
HARGROVES, JOSEPH Henry, Osborne rd, Palmer's Green, 


Agent Aug 25 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HARVEY, DONALD ALEXANDER Uxbridge rd, Hanwell 
Draper Aug 2tatill 14, Bedford row 

Hypr, WILLIAM, Hedcdenham, Bucks, Builder Aug 24 at 
11.30 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

Joyner, Harry THOMAS RyMER St Jony, Regent st, 
Club Proprietor Aug 25 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Laycock, ARTHUR, Kingsmead rd, Tulse Hill, Surveyor 
Aug 24at12 Bank: uptcy bidgs, Carey st 

LINDOP, ARTHUR ERNEST, Tunstall, Stoke on Trent, Taiior 
Aug 2l at 11.30 Off Ree, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

MiLits, HyMAN, Leeds, Tailors Trimmings Merchant 
Aug 2latll Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

PRING, JAMES EDWARD, Pontypridd, Cabinet Maker 
Aug 24 at 11 Off Rec, St cathegars chmbrs, St 


Catherine st, Pontypridd. 
ROBERTS, CLAUD HAMILTON LEWIS CRaMEn, Oxford, Tutor 

Aug 25 at 2.30 Crypt chmb's, E .stzate row, C. ester 

SAKER, ALBERT, Maidstone, Hairdresser Aug 24 at 11 
9, King st, Maidstone 

TINSDEALL, ARTHUR, Alverthorpe, nr Wakefield Aug 24 
at ll Mf Rec, 21, King st, Wakefield 

VAUGHAN, THOMAS Lewis, and Rosser DAVID RossEr, 
Neath, Machinery Merchants Aug 22atll Off Rec, 
Government bidgs, 8t Mary's st, Swansea 

WALTON, STEPHEN HENRY, Gravesend, Printer Aug 24 
at 3.15 77, H gh st, Rochester 

WILLIAMS, DAVID, Porth, Giam, Sculptor Aug 24 at 12 
Off «ec St Catherine's chmbrs, 8t Catherine st, 
Pontypridd 

Yourns, Joun JosepH, Caversham, Reading, Grocer Aug 
24at11.30 14, Bedford row 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Brown, JoHN JAMES, Devonport, Devon, Butcher Ply- 
mouth Pet Augll Ord Aug il 


CASHSTEIN, HARRIS, Market parade, Amhurst pk, Stam- 


ford hill, Eotertainments Manager High Court Pet 
June 16 Ord Aug 11 

CHARLES, ; Ropert, L'ansilin, Denbighshire, Farmer 
Wrexham Pet Aug 7 OrdAug7 


CHURCH, ARTHUR FREDERICK, Sandhurst, Kent, Grocer 


Hastings Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug12 

CoHuN, EDGAR BENJAMIN, Great Winchester st, Solicitor 
High Court Pet Jan3 Ord Aug10 

Cox, JoHy, Southampton, Confectioner Southampton 


Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 11 

CROOKSHANK, FRANCIS GRAHAM, Wimpole st, Consulting 
Physician High Court Pet July 8 Ord Aug lv 

CROSSLAND, WILKINSON, Liversedge, Yorks, Coal Merchant 
Dewsbury Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

DAVIES, JOHN, Ferndale, Glam, Insurance Agent Ponty- 
pridd Pet Au. 12 Ord Aug 12 

DAVIES, MORGAN, Trealaw, Glam, Colliery Overman Ponty- 
pridd Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

DooLE, THOMAS KENJAMIN, Ipswich, Licensed Victualler 
Ipswich Pet Aug il Ord Aug 11 

GERRATT, JOSEPH, Rathbone p!, Oxord st, Dining Room 








Proprietor High Court Pet Augil Ord Aug ll 


THomMAS RyMeER St Jony, Regent st, 


GRANE, JOHN ADOLPHUS PINEUS, Pall Mall, Advertising 
Mana, High Cyart Pet July 2 Ord Augiil 

HARDEN, JAMES JOHN, Ramsgate, Provision Merchant 
Canterbury Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 7 

HARVEY, DONALD ALEXANDER, Uxbriige rd, Hanwell 
Draper Brentford .P-tAug1l Ori Aug 11 

JorDAN, Joun H, Bridlington, Yorks, Farmer S2ar- 
borough Pet July 13 Ord Aug 12 

JoYNER, HARRY THOMAS RYMER St JOHN, Regent st, 
Club Proprietor High Court Pet Augil Ord Augll 


LAWRENCE, THOM4S, Birehanger rd, South Norwood, 
Conmercial Travel hal Croydon Pet Aug 7 Ord 
Aug 11 


LINDROP, ARTHUR denese: Tunstall, Staffs, Tailor Hanley 


Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 

RENNIE, KATE ELIZABETH, Victoriast -High Court Pet 
July 3 Ord Aug ll 

TARN, FRANK GERRARD, Devonport, Solicitor Plymouth 
Pet June 13 Ori Aug 12 

TAYLOR, ToM, Treeton, nr Rotherham, F.tter Sheffleld 
Pet Augi12 Ord Aug 12 

THoRPE, JoHN Henry, Loscoe, Derby, Butcher Derby 
Pet Aug 8 Ori Augs 

TINSDRALL, ARTHUR, Alverthorpe, nr Wakefield, Farm 
Labourer Wakefield Pet Angil Ord Augil 


VON LENGERKF, RUDOLPH Emit, Great Hau: bois, Norfolk, 
Civil Engineer Norwich Pet June24 Ord Aug 10 


WARNE, GEORGE HILBERY, Worthinz, Hotel Proprietor 
Brighton Pet Juiy 29 Ord Aug 10 

WILLIAMS, DAVID, Porth, Glam, Sculptor Pontypridd 
Pet Augil Ord Aug il 


WILLIAMS, JoHN Henry, Chester, Butcher Chester Pct 
Augl2 Od Augi2 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug il: 


LISTER, FREDERIOK ERNEST, Wincanton, Somerset, 
Woollen Spinner Huddersfield Pet July 21 Ord 
Aug? 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


ARCHER, CHARLES JOHN, Risley, Derby, Farmer Derby 
Adjud Jan 20 Annul Aug }1 


London Gazette—TUESDAY Aug. 18. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BROOMFIELD, ARTHUR, Eastbourne, Furniture 
Eastbourne Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 13 

EVA’S, CHRISTIAN EVAN, Cannon st High Court Pet May 
25 Ord Aug 14 . 

FARADAY, PHILLIP MICHAEL, Piccadilly chmbrs, Coventry 
st High Court Pet July 7 7 Ord Ang 14 

HEXAMER, Jacosp EDNEY, Battersea a rd, 
Wendsworth Pet July 23 Ord Aug 

KEECH, ERNEST FREDERICK, Bedford, Beker Bedford Pet 


Dealer 


Baker 


Augl5 Ord Aug 15 

LADBURY, FREDERICK, Walsall, Draper Wal:all Pet 
Augl4 Ord Augl4 

LASK®Y, JAMES FREDERICK, Grandison rd, Clapham Com- 
mon, Civil Servant Wandsworth Pet Aug!i3 Ord 
Au 

LEwis, , James, West paaaee 01, Clothier Sunder- 
land Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 1 

NOBLET?, ALBERT, Blackpool, Grocer Blackpool Pet 


Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 

RICHARDSON, ISAAC MARK, and LEWIs HARRY RICHARD- 
son, Birmingham, Tailors Birmingham Pet Aug 14 
Ord Aug 15 

SCUDAMORE, ALFRED, Bristol, Grocer Bristol Pet July 31 


Ord Aug 14 ae 
THoRPE, WILLIAM JAMES, Sparkhill, Birmingham, 
Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 


Fruiterer Birmingham 
TomBA, LEOPOLDO JosEPH, Whetstone, Middix, Hotel 
Propristor Barnet Pet July 16 Ord Aug 13 
WEBSTER, EpGaR, Birmingham Birmingham Pet 
July 24 Ord Aug 11 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazetteof Aug 14. 


Cooper, ARTHUR TEMPLE, Croydon, Builder Croydon 
Pet July 22 Ord Aug 11 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


BALL, EDWARD, Southport, Physician Aug 25atil Off 
Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, Dale street, Liverpool 
BROWN, JOHN JAMES, Devonp< ort, Butcher Aug 27 at 3.15 
7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

CHURCH, ARTHUR FREDERICK, Sandhurst, Kent, Grocer 
Aug 25 at 2.30 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl 
Brighton 

CoopeR, ARTHUR TEMPLE, Croydon, Builder Aug 26 at 11 
182, York rd, West minster Bridge rd 

CROSSLAND, WILKINSON, Liversedge, Yorks, Coal Mer- 
ehant Aug 26 at 11 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corpora- 
tion st, Dewsbury 

EVANS, CHRISTIAN EVAN, Cannon st Aug 26at1l1 Bank 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

FARADAY, PHILLIP MICHAEL, Piccadilly chmbrs, women 
st Aug 26 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HARDEN, JAMES JOHN, Ramsgate, Provision Merchant 
Aug 26 at 10.45 Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 

HEXAMER, JACOB EDNEY. hattersea Bridge rd, Baker 
Aug 26 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

—— EDWARD RoBERT, Piymouth, Chemist Aug 26 at 

3.15 7, Buckland terr, Plymouth 

JONES, HENRY ALEXANDER, and LEWIS, MORGAY, Swansea, 
House Furnishers Aug 26 at 11 Off Rec, Government 
bidgs, Swansea 

LADBURY, FREDERICK, Walsall, Draper. Aug 28 at12 Off 
Ree, 3', Lichfield st, W olverhampton 

LASKEY, JAMES FREDERICK, Grandison 
Common, Civil Servant Aug 26 at 12 
Westminster Briige rd 

THORPE. JOHN HENRY, Loscoe, Derby, Butcher pms 26 at 
12 Off Rec, 12, St. Peter's churchyard, Derb 


rd, Clapham 
132, York rd 





WATSON, WILLIAM EpwarD, Colwyn Bay, ” Denbigh, 
Solicitor Aug 25at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

















